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FOREWORD 

By Hon. Peter W. Rodino, Jr., Chairman, 
Committee on the Judiciary 

On February 6, 1974, the House of Representatives adopted by a 

vote of 410-4 the following House Resolution 803: 

RESOLVED, That the Committee on the Judiciary acting as 
a whole or by any subconnnittee thereof appointed by the 
Chairman for the purposes hereof and in accordance with 
the Rules of the Connnittee, is authorized and directed 
to investigate fully and completely whether sufficient 
grounds exist for the House of Representatives to exer
cise its constitutional power to impeach Richard M. 
Nixon, President of the United States of America. The 
committee shall report to the House of Representatives 
such resolutions, articles of impeachment, or other 
recommendations as it deems proper. 

Beginning in November 1973, acting under resolutions referred to 

the Connnittee by the Speaker of the House and with a special appropria

tion, I had begun to organize a special staff to investigate serious 

charges against the President of the United States. 

On May 9, 1974, as Chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary, 

I convened the Committee for hearings to review the results of the 

Impeachment Inquiry staff's investigation. The staff began its initial 

presentation the same day, in executive session, pursuant to the Com

mittee's Impeachment Inquiry Procedures adopted on May 2, 1974. 

By June 21, the Inquiry staff had concluded its initial presen

tation. 

On June 25, the Committee voted to make public the initial pre

sentation including substantially all of the supporting material 
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presented at the hearings. The Committee also voted to make public the 

President's response, which was presented to the Committee on June 27 

and June 28 in the same form and manner as the Inquiry staff's initial 

presentation. 

Statements of information and supporting evidentiary material 

were compiled by the Inquiry staff in 36 notebooks and furnished in 

this form to each Member of the Connnittee. The notebooks presente<l 

material on several subjects of the Inquiry: the Watergate break-in 

and its aftermath, ITT, dairy price supports, domestic surveillance, 

abuse of the IRS, and the activities of the Special Prosecutors. 

The staff also presented to the Committee written reports on 

President Nixon's income taxes, Presidential impoundment of funds 

appropriated by Congress, and the bombing of Cambodia. 

Fifteen notebooks were furnished to the Members of the Committee 

relating to the Watergate break-in on June 17, 1972 and to events fol

lowing the break-in, through April 30, 1973. In each notebook a state

ment of information relating to a particular phase of the investigation 

was immediately followed by supporting evidentiary material, which in

cluded copies of documents and testimony (much already on public record), 
I 

transcripts of Presidential conversations and affidavits. 

The fifteen volumes relating to the Watergate phase of the 

Inquiry were divided into four books, as follows: 

Book I - Events Prior to the Watergate Break-In 
12/2/71 - 6/17/72 

Book II - Events Following the Watergate Break-In 
6/17 /72 - 2/9/73 

(IV) 



-3-

Book III - Events Following the Watergate Break-In 
6/20/72 - 3/22/73 

Book IV - Events Following the Watergate Break-In 
3/22/73 - 4/30/73 

Book I dealt with events prior to the Watergate break-in. Book 

II dealt with allegations involving Presidential interference with the 

official Department of Justice investigation. Book III dealt with alle

gations concerning payments of "hush" money to Watergate defendants to 

insure their silence, offers of leniency and executive clemency, and 

the instigating or making of false statements to persons connected 

with an official investigation of Watergate; Book Ill also included 

a chronology of events between February 9 and March 22, 1973. Book 

IV dealt with events relating to the President's investigation of the 

Watergate break-in and alleged cover-up between March 22 and April 30, 

1973. 

Every effort was made to preclude inferences in the presentation 

of this material. A deliberate and scrupulous abstention from conclu

sions, even by implication, was observed. 

With respect to the Presidential recorded conversations, the 

Committee determined to hear the recorded conversations in their 

entirety. The Presidential recorded conversations were neither para

phrased nor summarized by the Inquiry staff. Thus, no inferences, or 

conclusions were drawn for the Committee. During the course of the 

hearings, Members of the Committee heard each recording and simultane

ously followed transcripts prepared by the Inquiry staff. Each of 
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these transcripts is reprinted under the appropriate Statement of 

Information. 

During the course of the hearings, the Committee found it neces

sary to issue four subpoenas to President Richard Nixon requiring tape 

recordings of 98 Presidential conversations as well as ,all papers and 

things prepared by, sent to, received by, or at any time contained in 

the files of H. R. Haldeman, John D. Ehrlichman, Charles W. Colson, John 

Dean, III, and Gordon Strachan to the extent that such papers or things 

related or referred directly or indirectly to the break-in and electronic 

surveillance of the Democratic National Committee Headquarters in the 

Watergate office building during May and June of 1972 or the investiga~ 

tions of that break-in by the Department of Justice, the Senate Select 

Committee on Presidential Campaign Activities, or any other legislative, 

judicial, executive or administrative body, including members of the 

White House staff. 

The Committee also subpoenaed the President's daily diaries (logs 

of Presidential meetings, telephone calls, and other activities) for the 

periods April through July 1972, February through April 1973, July 12 

through July 31, 1973 and October 1973. 

In response to these subpoenas, the President furnished only 

edited White House transcripts of 31 of the subpoenaed conversations 

between March 17 and April 18, 1973. These edited transcripts were 

summarized by the Inquiry staff and made a part of the evidentiary 

material presented to the Committee. To the extent that the President 

declined to comply with the Committee's subpoenas and produce the 
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required material, the record of the Committee now made public in these 

volumes is incomplete. 

In a few instances, Ranking Minority Member Mr. Hutchinson and 

I determined, pursuant to authority granted us by the Committee, to 

defer the release of evidentiary material or to delete it for one of 

the following reasons: 

1) Because the public interest in making the material public was 

outweighed by the potential prejudice to the rights of defendants under 

indictment and awaiting trial. 

2) Because the information was classified or otherwise required 

confidential treatment, 

3) Because the material was only marginally pertinent and was 

considered to be defamatory, degrading or embarrassing, or, 

4) Because the material was not pertinent to Presidential 

responsibility within the outer limits of an impeachable offense within 

the meaning of the Constitution. 

The Committee on the Judiciary is working to follow faithfully 

its mandate "to investigate fully and completely" whether or not suf

ficient grounds exist to recommend that the House exercise its constitu

tional power of impeachment. 

I believe that the readers of these volumes will see that the 

Committee's primary effort in carrying out its mandate has been to ob

tain an objective, impartial presentation which will enable each Member 

of the Committee to make an informed judgment in fulfilling his or her 

constitutional responsibility. 
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I also believe that the publication of the record of these hear

ings will provide readers with a clear idea of the particulars of the 

investigation and that the proximity of the evidence will assure them 

that no statement of information is offered without supporting eviden

tiary material. 

July 1974 
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INTRODUCTORY NOTE 

The material contained in this volume is presented in two sec

tions. Section 1 contains a statement of information footnoted with 

citations to evidentiary material. Section 2 contains the same state

ment of information followed by the supporting material. 

Supporting material consists of information obtained at hearings 

before the Senate Select Committee on Presidential Campaign Activities; 

information developed in executive session by other Congressional com

mittees; information furnished to the Connnittee by the Grand Jury of 

the District of Columbia and by other grand juries; information fur

nished to the Committee by government agencies; transcripts of tape 

recordings of conversations among President Nixon and his key associates 

prepared by the Connnittee staff; information furnished to the Conunittee 

by the President, the Executive Departments of the Government, the 

Special Prosecutor, and other information obtained by the Committee, 

much of which was already on the public record. 

Each page of supporting evidence is labeled with the footnote 

number and a description of the document or the name of the witness 

testifying. Copies of entire pages of documents and testimony are 

included, with brackets around the portions pertaining to the state

ment of information. Markings on the documents include item numbers 

and receipt stamps of the House Judiciary Conunittee and other agencies 

from which the Connnittee received material. 
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In a few instances, names of persons in sensitive positions 

have been deleted from documents at the request of the CIA, FBI and 

other investigative agencies. Some documents contained deletions when 

the Comnittee received them. 

In the citation of sources, the following abbreviations are 

used: 11SSC" for Senate Select Connnittee on Presidential Campaign 

Activities; 11SJC11 for Senate Judiciary Committee; and "HJC" for House 

Judiciary Committee. 
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1. On June 17, 1972 shortly after 2:00 a.m. five persons, including 

James McCord, a security consultant for the Committee for the Re-election 

of the President (CRP), were arrested in the Watergate headquarters of 

the Democratic National Connnittee (DNC). Immediately after the arrests, 

Howard Hunt and Gordon Liddy left the Watergate Hotel. Hunt took with him 

a briefcase belonging to McCord that contained electronic equipment, went 

to his office in the Executive Office Building (EOB), and withdrew from a 

$afe located in his EOB office $10,000 previously provided to him by Liddy 

for use in case there was a mishap. Hunt placed McCord's briefcase in 

the safe. In the early morning hours, he delivered the money to an attorney 

on behalf of the five persons arrested at the DNC headquarters. 

Page 
1.1 Paul Leeper testimony, 1 SSC 96, \105-06 .•.••••••••••••••••••. 72 

1.2 James McCord testimony, 1 SSC 126 .•••••••••••.•••••..••••.•.• 75 

1.3 E. Howard Hunt testimony, 9 SSC 3688-89 ••.•••••.•••••••••.•.• 76 
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2. At the time of the arrests at the Watergate headquarters of the 

DNC, electronic surveillance and photographic equipment and approximately 

$1,500 in cash were found in the possession of the persons arrested. A 

subsequent search of rooms in the Watergate Hotel that had been rented 

under alias names used by certain of the persons arrested produced a 

directory containing a White House telephone number for Howafd Hunt, a 

check drawn by E. Howard Hunt, and 32 sequentially numbered $100 bills. 

(These bills had been received from a Florida bank into which Barker 

had deposited five checks contributed to the President's re-election 

campaign. Four of these checks totalling $89,000 had been drawn on a 

Mexican bank payable to Manuel Ogarrio, a Mexican lawyer. The fifth 

check totalling $25,000 had been drawn by Kenneth Dahlberg. These 

checks had been delivered to Gordon Liddy by FCRP Treasurer Hugh Sloan 

to be converted into cash.) 

Page 
2.1 Paul Leeper testimony, 1 SSC 96, 105-08 .....•.....• 81 

2.2 Memorandum from Vernon Walters to L. Patrick 
Gray, July 7, 1972, SSC Exhibit No. 143, 9 SSC 
3853. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 86 

2.3 Hotel registration records, June 16, 1972, for 
R. Godoy (Virgilio Gonzalez), J. DiAlberto (Frank 
Sturgis), J. Valdez (Eugenio Martinez), and F. 
Carter (Bernard Barker), Exhibits 88-91, United 
States v. Liddy ...•.•...........•.............•.... 87 

2.4 United States v. Liddy indictment, September 15, 1972, 
Count One, paragraphs 1-15 . ........................ 89 

2.5 Metropolita~ Police Department, Washington, D. C., 
Supplementary Evidence Report, June 20, 1972, 
12, 24-25. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . 92 

2.6 L. Patrick Gray testimony, 9 SSC 3451 •............. 95 
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2.8 Hugh Sloan testimony, 2 SSC 575-76............... 98 
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3. At approximately 8:00 a.m. on the morning of the arrests, 

Henry Petersen, the Assistant Attorney General in charge of the 

Criminal Division of the Justice Department, telephoned Attorney 

General Richard Kleindienst at home to tell him of the arrests at 

the DNC headquarters. 

Page 

3.1 Henry Petersen testimony, 9 SSC 3611-12 ........ 102 

3.2 Richard Kleindienst testimony, 9 SSC 3560 ...•.. 104 

•· 
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4. On the morning of June 17, 1972 Gordon Liddy telephoned Jeb 

Magruder, Chief of Staff to John Mitchell at CRP, at the Beverly Hills 

Hotel in California. Magruder returned Liddy's call from a pay tele

phone. Liddy advised Magruder of the arrests at the DNC headquarters. 

Shortly thereafter, Magruder met with John Mitchell, the Campaign 

Director of CRP, and Fred LaRue, Mitchell's Special Assistant at CRP, 

at the hotel. There was discussion regarding somebody's contacting 

Attorney General Richard Kleindienst concerning the arrests at 

the DNC headquarters. Later that day, Liddy and Powell Moore, an 

official at CRP, met with Attorney General Kleindienst at the Burning 

Tree Club near Washington, D. C. Liddy told Kleindienst that Mitchell had 

asked him to give Kleindienst a report on the break-in at . the DNC head

quarters and that some of the persons arrested might be employed by 

either the White House or CRP. Kleindienst called Henry Petersen 

and instructed him not to give special treatment to those arrested at 

the Watergate. Kleindienst told Liddy to leave the premises. 

4.1 Jeb Magruder testimony, 2 SSC 798. 
Page 

106 

4.2 Fred LaRue testimony, 6 SSC 2284-85 •••............. 107 

4.3 Fred LaRue testimony, 6 SSC 2330 •...............••. 109 

4.4 Richard Kleindienst testimony, 9 SSC 3560-62 •...... 110 

4.5 John Mitchell testimony, 4 SSC 1662 .•.....••....... 113 

4.6 Robert Mardian testimony, 6 SSC 2352-53 •........... 114 
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5. In the late afternoon of J\me 17, 1972 Secret Service Agent 

Boggs telephoned John Ehrlichman, Assistant to the President, and told 

him that one of the persons arrested at the DNC headquarters had in 

his possession a document referring to Howard Hunt, who apparently was 

a White House employee. Later that day, Ehrlichman telephoned Ronald 

Ziegler, the President's press secretary, who was with the Presiden

tial party in Florida. Ehrlichman told Ziegler the substance of his 

telephone conversation with Agent Boggs. Ehrlichman also telephoned 

Charles Colson, Special Counsel to the President, and discussed Hunt's 

White House employment status. 

Page 
5.1 John Ehrlichman testimony, 6 SSC 2580 •......•.....• 118 

5.2 Charles Colson deposition, O'Brien [DNC] v. 
McCord, August 30, 1972, 31-32 ...•.•..••••...•...•. 119 
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6. During the evening of June 17, 1972 Assistant Attorney 

General Petersen telephoned Attorney General Kleindienst and told 

him that documentation relating to a White House consultant had 

been found at the scene of the break-in at the DNC headquarters. 

Page 
6.1 Henry Petersen testimony, 9 SSC 3612-13 •.•.... 122 
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7. On June 18, 1972 H. R. Haldeman, Chief of Staff to President 

Nixon, who was at Key Biscayne, Florida with the Presidential party, 

spoke by telephone with Jeb Magruder, who was in California. Haldeman 

directed Magruder to return to Washington, D. C. to meet with Counsel 

to the President John Dean, Haldemiln's Special Assistant Gordon Strachan, 

and FCRP Treasurer Hugh Sloan to learn what had happened and determine 

the source of the money found in the possession of the persons arrested 

at the DNC headquarters. By the following day, Magruder had returned 

to Washington. 

Page 

7.1 Jeb Magruder testimony, 2 SSC 799 •.................. 126 

7.2 H. R. Haldeman testimony, 8 SSC 3039-··············· 127 
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8. On June 18, 1972 John Ehrlichman spoke by telephone with 

H. R. Haldeman. They discussed the break-in at the DNC headquarters, 

the involvement of James McCord, and the fact of Hunt's name being 

involved. 

Page 
8.1 John Ehrlichman testimony, 6 SSC 2581 ••........... 130 
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9. At noon on June 18, 1972 Gordon Strachan telephoned 

Haldeman's principal staff assistant, Lawrence Higby. Higby told 

Strachan that Haldeman had spoken with Jeb Magruder about the 

break-in and that John Ehrlichman was handling the entire matter. 

Page 
9.1 Gordon Strachan testimony, 6 SSC 2457 ••••••••• 132 

9.2 H. R. Haldeman testimony, 8 SSC 3019 • ......•.. 133 
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10. At 7:32 a.m. on June 19, 1972 Attorney General Kleindienst 

telephoned the Acting Director of the FBI L. Patrick Gray in Palm 

Springs, California, and stated that Kleindienst wished to be briefed 

on the investigation of the break-in at the DNC headquarters. 

Kleindienst told Gray that the President wanted to talk to Kleindienst 

about it that day or possibly the next day. 

Page 
10.1 • . L. Patrick Gray notes of telephone conversation, _ 

June 19, 1972 (received from L. Patrick Gray) ...••• 136 
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11. In the morning or early afternoon of June 19, 1972 Ehrlichman 

told John Dean to look into the question of White House involvement in 

the break-in at the DNC and to determine Howard Hunt's White House 

employment status. Dean has testified that he then spoke to Charles 

Colson regarding Colson's knowledge of the break-in and Hunt's status 

and that Colson denied knowledge of the event, but expressed concern over 

the contents of Hunt's safe. Dean has also testified that he spoke 

to Gordon Liddy, who advised of his and Magruder's involvement in the 

planning and execution of the break-in. Thereafter Ehrlichman 

received a report from Dean that Dean had spoken to Liddy and to law 

enforcement officials, that law enforcement officials were aware that 

the matter went beyond the five persons who were apprehended, that 

Liddy was involved, and that there was a further direct involvement 

of the CRP. 

Page 
11.1 John Dean testimony, 3 SSC 932-34 •.......•........ 144 

11.2 John Dean testimony, Watergate Grand Jury, 
November 19, 1973, 48-50 (received from 
Watergate Grand Jury) • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 14 7 

11.3 John Ehrlichman testimony, 7 SSC 2821-22 •......... 150 

11.4 John Ehrlichman testimony, 6 SSC 2582-83 ••••.•.... 152 
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12. On June 19, 1972 the President telephoned Charles Colson from 

Florida and spoke with him for approximately one hour ending shortly 

before noon. The break-in at the DNC headquarters was discussed. 

Page 
12.1 Meetings and conversations between the President 

and Charles Colson, June 19, 1972 (received from 
White House) • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 156 

12.2 Charles Colson draft statement prepared for 
delivery to the SSC, September 1973, _1, 6-8, 
(received from SSC) ....•........ ,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,, 157 
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13. On June 19, 1972 Howard Hunt went to the Executive Office 

Building and reviewed the contents of his safe. He determined that 

the contents included cables Hunt had fabricated indicating a rela

tionship between the Kennedy Administration and the assassination of 

Vietnamese President Diem, materials relating to Gemstone, James 

McCord's electronic equipment, and other material. Hunt thereupon 

informed Charles Colson's secretary, Joan Hall, that Hunt's safe 

contained sensitive materials. 

Page 

13.1 E. Howard Hunt testimony, 9 SSC 3672, 3689 •.•••. 162 
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14. During the afternoon of June 19, 1972 John Ehrlichman, Charles 

Colson, John Dean, Bruce A. Kehrli, Staff Assistant to H. R. Haldeman, 

and Ken Clawson, White House Deputy Director of Communications, met in 

Ehrlichman's office and discussed Howard Hunt's White House employment 

status. Colson stated that Hunt should have been terminated as a White 

House consultant as of March 31, 1972. Kehrli was asked to and did 

bring Hunt's employment records to Ehrlichman's office. These records 

did not indicate that Hunt's consultant status had been terminated. 

By memorandum dated June 19, 1972 Colson transmitted to Dean documents 

relating to Hunt's status. 

(By memorandum dated March 27, 1972 to Charles Colson, Hunt had 

requested assistance in changing the annuity benefit option he had 

selected upon retirement from the CIA. By memorandum dated March 30, 

1972 to Kehrli, Richard Howard, Staff Assistant to Charles Colson, had 

inquired respecting Hunt's situation. At the top of the original of 

the Howard memorandum, there is a handwritten note: "Noble - Please 

let me know on this w/o giving out any info. on the name of the fellow 

we're trying to help. B." At the bottom of that memorandum there is a 

handwritten note "OK - Drop as of April 1, 1972 BAK." On May 5, 1972 

Hunt had written a letter on White House stationery to CIA General 

Counsel Lawrence Houston, renewing his request respecting his benefit 

option and stating that he had discussed the matter with the White 

House legal staff.) 

14.1 John Ehrlichman log, June 19, 1972 (received 
from SSC) . ..•....•...........•.••...•.•.............. 16 7 
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15. At the meeting specified in the preceding paragraph, John 

Ehrlichman instructed that Howard Hunt's EOB safe should be opened in 

the presence of John Dean, Bruce Kehrli and a Secret Service Agent, 

and that Dean should take possession of the contents. Charles Colson 

said that this should be done immediately. On the evening of June 19, 

1972 at Kehrli's request, Hunt's safe was forcibly opened in the 

presence of a Secret Service Agent and a GSA representative. Kehrli 

and Fred Fielding, Dean's assistant, arrived shortly thereafter. 
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16. Immediately before the meeting specified in paragraph 14, John 

Dean asked Gordon Liddy to advise Howard Hunt that he should leave the 

country. Liddy contacted Hunt and told him that "they" wanted Hunt to 

get out of town. Dean states that he took this action on instructions 

from Ehrlichman, and that Dean retracted his instruction shortly after 

he gave it. Ehrlichman has denied that he gave such instructions. 
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17. On the evening of June 19, 1972 John Mitchell met at his 

apartment in Washington, D. C. with John Dean, Jeb Magruder, Robert 

Mardian and Fred LaRue and discussed the break-in at the DNC head-

quarters. 
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18. On June 19, 1972 Ronald Ziegler, the President's press 

secretary, described the break-in at the DNC headquarters as "a 

third-rate burglary attempt." 
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19. On June 20, 1972 at 9:00 a.m. H. R. Haldeman, John Ehrlich-

man and John Mitchell met to discuss the break-in at the DNC headquarters. 

John Dean joined the meeting at 9:45 a.m. Attorney General Kleindienst 

joined the meeting at 9:55 a.m. Later that day, Haldeman met with the 

President for one hour and nineteen minutes (11:26 a.m. to 12:45 p.m.) 

and the subjects discussed included Watergate. Haldeman's notes of the 

meeting reflect that that portion of their discussion dealt with 

checking an EOB office for bugs, a "counter-attack," "PR offensive to 

top this," and the need to "be on the attack -- for diversion." When 

a tape recording of the conversation was produced on November 26, 1973 

in response to a subpoena by the Watergate Special Prosecutor, the 

recording contained an eighteen and one-half minute buzzing sound that 

obliterated the portion of the conversation reflected in the foregoing 

segment of Haldeman's notes. 
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20. On June 20, 1972 Gordon Strachan met with H. R. Haldeman and 

showed him a copy of a Political Matters Memorandum Strachan had sent 

to Haldeman prior to April 4, 1972 concerning approval of a "sophisti

cated intelligence system with a budget of $300,000." Haldeman 

acknowledged to Strachan that he had read the political intelligence 

item in the memorandum. Strachan also showed Haldeman political 

intelligence reports - referring to "Sedan Chair II" which had been 

attached to the memorandum. Haldeman said he had not previously read 

the attachment, and proceeded to read it. According to Strachan, 

Haldeman directed him to destroy all of the documents. Haldeman has 

testified that he could not recall giving Strachan any such instruction. 
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21. Following his meeting with H.R. Haldeman, Gordon Strachan 

shredded the Political Matters Memorandum regarding a sophisticated 

intelligence gathering system that he had shown Haldeman. Strachan 

also shredded other related documents, including a memorandum re

garding Gordon Liddy, an April 4, 1972 talking paper prepared by 

Strachan for a meeting between Haldeman and John Mitchell, a memo

randum from Jeb Magruder to Mitchell regarding Donald Segretti, and 

Segretti's telephone number. After Strachan destroyed these docu

ments, he told John Dean what documents he had destroyed. On July 

1, 1972 Strachan, Haldeman and Lawrence Higby were part of a Presi

dential party aboard Air Force One. Strachan has testified that during 

the flight he reported to Haldeman that the job had been accomplished, 

and Haldeman told him to reduce the number of copies made of future 

Political Matters Memoranda from three to two. Haldeman has testified 

that he does not recall receiving such a report. 
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22. On June 20 or 21, 1972 Robert Mardian and Fred LaRue met in 

LaRue's apartment with Gordon Liddy. Liddy told LaRue and Mardian 

that he and Howard Hunt had developed the plans for entries into the 

DNC and the McGovern presidential campaign offices; that he, Hunt and 

others involved in the Watergate break-in had been previously involved 

in operations of the White House, specifically an entry into the 

offices of Daniel Ellsberg' s psychiatrist; that Hunt had acted to 

make ITT lobbyist Dita Beard unavailable as a witness at the Senate 

Judiciary Committee hearings on the nomination of Richard Kleindienst 

to be Attorney General; and that he had shredded all new, serialized 

$100 bills in his possession and other evidence relating to the 

Watergate break-in. Later that day Mardian and LaRue met with John 

Mitchell and apprised him of their meeting with Liddy. Mitchell was 

told of Liddy's and Hunt's prior surreptitious entry into the office 

of Daniel Ellsberg's psychiatrist and of Hunt's earlier activities 

involving Dita Beard. 
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23. Shortly after Hunt's involvement in the Watergate matter 

became known, a White House telephone list bearing Howard Hunt's 

name and phone extension was recalled and the list was re-issued, 

deleting Hunt. 

Page 
23.1 Statement of CIA employee, January 17, 1974 

(received from CIA) •.....•.••...•.•......•.•.•..• 298 

(28) 



24. On June 20, 1972 John Mitchell, the Campaign Director of CRP, 

issued a prepared press statement. The statement denied any legal, 

moral or ethical accountability on the part of CRP for the break-in 

at the DNC headquarters. 
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25. On June 20, 1972 at 6:08 p.m. the President spoke by tele-

phone with John Mitchell. The President and Mitchell discussed the 

break-in at the DNC headquarters. According to a dictabelt recording 

made by the President on June 20, 1972 recollecting the events of 

that day, Mitchell expressed to the President his regret that he had 

not kept better control over the people at CRP. 
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26. On June 21, 1972 shortly after 9:35 a.m. John Ehrlichman told 

Acting FBI Director Gray that John Dean would be handling an inquiry 

into Watergate for the White House and that Gray should call Dean and 

work closely with him. Gray told Ehrlichman that the FBI was handling 

the case as a "major special with all of our normal procedures in 

effect." At 10:00 a.m. Gray telephoned Dean and arranged to meet 

Dean at 11:30 a.m. in Gray's office. At the meeting they discussed 

the sensitivity of the investigation, and Dean told Gray that Dean 

would sit in on FBI interviews of White House staff members in his 

official capacity as counsel to the President. 
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27. On or about June 22, 1972 John Ehrlichman met with John 

Dean and discussed the contents of Howard Hunt's safe and what to do 

with certain politically sensitive documents. 
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28. On June 22, 1972 FBI agents interviewed Charles Colson in the 

EOB. John Dean was present. When the agents inquired about Howard 

Hunt's office in the EOB, Dean told them either that he would have to 

check out whether Hunt had an EOB office or that the request to see 

Hunt's office would have to be checked out. 

28.1 Charles Colson draft statement prepared for 
delivery to the SSC, September 1973, 1, 10 
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29. On or about June 22, 1972 Acting FBI Director L. Patrick Gray 

met with John Dean. Gray told Dean the FBI had discovered that a 

$25,000 check drawn by Kenneth Dahlberg and four checks totalling 

$89,000 drawn on a bank in Mexico City payable to Manuel Ogarrio had 

been deposited in a Miami, Florida bank account of Ber~ard Barker, 

one of the persons arrested on June 17, 1972 at the DNC headquarters 

in the Watergate. Gray and Dean discussed the FBI's alternative 

theories of the Watergate case, including the theory that the break-in 

was a covert operation of the CIA. Either that same day or the following 

,morning Dean reported to Haldeman on his meeting with Gray, and 

Haldeman in turn transmitted the essence of the report to the President. 
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30. On June 22, 1972 the President held a press conference. He 

was asked whether he had made an investigation to determine whether 

there was a direct link between the people who bugged the DNC headquarters 

and the White House. The President said: 

Mr. Ziegler and also Mr. Mitchell, speaking for 
the campaign conunittee, have responded to questions on 
this in great detail. They have stated my position 
and have also stated the facts accurately. 

This kind of activity, as Mr. Ziegler has indi
cated, has no place whatever in our electoral process, 
or in our governmental process. And, as Mr. Ziegler 
has stated, the White House has had no involvement 
whatever in this particular incident. 

As far as the matter now is concerned, it is 
under investigation, as it should be by the proper 
legal authorities, by the District of Columbia Police, 
and by the FBI. I will not connnent on those matters, 
particularly since possible criminal charges are 
involved. 
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31. On June 23, 1972 H. R. Haldeman met with the President and 

informed the President of the communication John Dean had received from 

Acting FBI Director Gray. The President directed Haldeman to meet with 

CIA Director Richard Helms, Deputy CIA Director Vernon Walters and John 

Ehrlichman. Haldeman has testified that the President told him to ascertain 

whether there had been any CIA involvement in the Watergate affair and whether 

the relationship between some of the Watergate participants and the 

Bay of Pigs incident was a matter of concern to CIA. The President 

directed Haldeman to discuss White House concern regarding possible disclosure 

of covert CIA operations and operations of the White House Special Inves

tigations Unit (the "Plumbers"), not related to Watergate, that had 

been undertaken previously by some of the Watergate principals. The 

President directed Haldeman to ask Walters to meet with Gray to express 

these concerns and to coordinate with the FBI, so that the FBI ',s inves

tigation would not be expanded into unrelated matters that could lead 

to disclosure of the earlier activities of the Watergate principals. 
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32. In the early afternoon of June 23, 1972 John Mitchell, Campaign 

Director of CRP, met with Maurice Stans, Chairman of FCRP, in Mitchell's 

office. They discussed the Dahlberg and the Mexican checks. Stans knew at 

that time that these checks were campaign contributions that Hugh Sloan, 

Treasurer of FCRP, had given to Gordon Liddy to be converted to cash. 
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33. At approximately 1:30 p.m. on June 23, 1972 pursuant to the 

President's prior directions, H. R. Haldeman, John Ehrlichman, CIA 

Director Helms and Deputy CIA Director Walters met in Ehrlichman's 

office. Helms assured Haldeman and Ehrlichman that there was no CIA 

involvement in the Watergate and that he had no concern from the CIA's 

viewpoint regarding any possible connections of the Watergate per

sonnel with the Bay of Pigs operation. Helms told Haldeman and 

Ehrlichman that he had given this assurance directly to Acting FBI 

Director Gray. Haldeman stated that the Watergate affair was creating 

a lot of noise, that the investigation could lead to important people, 

and that this could get worse. Haldeman expressed concern that an 

FBI investigation in Mexico might uncover CIA activities or assets. 

Haldeman stated that it was the President's wish that Walters call on 

Gray and suggest to him that it was not advantageous to push the 

inquiry, especially into Mexico. According to Ehrlichman, the Mexican 

money or the Florida bank account was discussed as a specific example 

of the kind of thing the President was evidently concerned about. 

Following this meeting, Ehrlichman advised Walters that 

John Dean was following the Watergate matter on behalf of the White 

House. 
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34. On June 23, 1972 at 1:35 p.m., Dean telephoned Gray and said 

that Walters would be visiting Gray that afternoon. At 2:34 p.m. on 

the same day Walters met with Gray and discussed the FBI investigation 

of the break-in at the DNC headquarters. Walters stated that if the 

FBI investigation were pursued into Mexico it might uncover some covert 

CIA activities and that the matter should be tapered off with the five 

men under arrest. Gray agreed to hold in abeyance the FBI interview of 

Manuel Ogarrio. Gray has testified that the FBI continued its effort 

to locate Kenneth Dahlberg. Gray reported to Dean the substance of his 

conversations with Walters. 

Page 
34.1 L. Patrick Gray log, June 23, 1972, 1-2, 

C-received from SSC) ... • .............................. 398 

34.2 L. Patrick Gray testimony, 9 SSC 3452-53 •••••.•.••••• 400 

34.3 Vernon Walt<=:>rs testimony, 9 SSC 3406-07 •.•••••••••••• 402 

34.4 Vernon Walters memorandum for record. June 28, 
1972, SSC Exhibit No. 129, ·9 SSC 3815 •.•• ,,, ••••••••• 404 

(40) 



35. On June 23, 1972 at 3:00 p.m. Maurice Stans met at the CRP 

offices with Kenneth Dahlberg who, at the request of Stans and Fred 

LaRue, had flown to Washington that day for the meeting. LaRue and 

Stans discussed the check drawn by Dahlberg, the money from which had 

reached the bank account of Bernard Barker. At 5:00 p.m. on the same 

day Dahlberg met with Stans, LaRue and Robert Mardian. 
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36. On or before June 26, 1972 Walters determined that there were 

no CIA sources or activities in Mexico that might be jeopardized by 

FBI investigations of the Ogarrio check in Mexico. On June 26, 1972 

Walters met with John Dean and advised him that there was nothing in 

any of the FBI investigations that could jeopardize or compromise in 

any way CIA activities or sources in Mexico. 
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37. On or about June 27, 1972 John Dean and Fred Fielding, his assistant, 

delivered to FBI agents a portion of the materials from Howard Hunt's safe. 

The materials given to the FBI agents included top secret diplomatic dis

patches relating to Vietnam. The portion withheld from the FBI agents 

included fabricated diplomatic cables purporting to show the involvement 

of the Kennedy administration in the fall of the Diem regime in Vietnam, 

memoranda concerning the Plumbers unit, a file relating to an investiga

tion Hunt had conducted for Charles Colson at Chappaquidick, and two note

books and a pop-up address book. 
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38. On June 26 or 27, 1972 Dean met with Walters and asked if there 

was any way the CIA could provide the bail money or pay the salaries of 

the persons arrested in connection with the break-in at the DNC head

quarters. Walters said the CIA would do so only on a direct order from 

the President. According to Dean, his proposal to the CIA had previously 

been approved by John Ehrlichman. Dean also has testified that he 

reported to Ehrlichman regarding Walters' negative position on the 

proposal, and that he was asked by Ehrlichman to push Walters a little 

harder. Ehrlichman has denied receiving these reports from Dean. On 

June 28, 1972 at 10:45 a.m. Dean met with Ehrlichman. At 11:30 a.m. 

Dean telephoned Walters and asked Walters to see him in his EOB office. 

At this meeting Walters and Dean discussed the Dahlberg check and the 

Mexican checks, and Dean again asked whether the CIA could do anything 

to stop the FBI investigation of these checks. Walters said there 

was nothing his Agency could do. 
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39. On the morning of June 27, 1972 Gray met with Mark Felt and 

Charles Bates of the FBI to receive a briefing on the latest Watergate 

break-in developments. During that briefing Dean telephoned Gray. 

Gray has testified that in the ensuing conversation he told Dean that 

if Dahlberg continued to evade the FBI, Dahlberg would be called before 

a grand jury. Gray also has testified that he asserted to Dean the 

importance of an aggressive FBI investigation to determine the motive 

and identity of all persons involved. 

On June 27, 1972 CIA Director Helms received a memorandum from 

the Chief of the Western Hemisphere Division of the CIA stating that 

there were no CIA traces on Manuel Ogarrio and that the CIA's last con

tact with a person named Kenneth Dahlberg occurred in 1961 and concerned 

the manufacturing of a hearing aid for a high level Peruvian. Later 

that day, Helms told Gray that the CIA had no interest in Ogarrio. 

Helms confirmed with Gray their plan to meet the following day. 
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40. On June 28, 1972 at 10:25 a.m. Dean telephoned L. Patrick Gray 

about rumors of leaks from the FBI, the material from Hunt's safe, a 

slowdown in the investigation, and the tracing of the Mexican money. 

According to Gray, he may have told Dean during this conversation of 

the meeting he had scheduled with Helms for 2:30 p.m. that day. At 

10:45 a.m. Dean met with John Ehrlichman. At 10:55 a.m. Ehrlichman 

telephoned Gray. Gray has testified that when he returned the call 

at 11:17 a.m., Ehrlichman said, "Cancel your meeting with Helms and 

Walters today; it is not necessary." At 11:23 a.m. Gray called Helms 

to cancel their meeting. Helms asked Gray to call off interviews which 

the FBI had scheduled with two CIA employees. (In July 1971, pursuant 

to a request from Ehrlichman to Deputy CIA Director Robert Cushman, 

the two CIA employees had provided Howard Hunt with disguises, hidden 

cameras, and other material for use in domestic clandestine operations. 

In requesting CIA assistance for Hunt, Ehrlichman had told Cushman 

that Hunt "has been asked by the President to do some special consulting 

work on security problems.") 
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41. On June 28, 1972 Helms wrote a memorandum to Walters stating 

the substance of Helms' conversation with Gray. Helms stated the CIA 

still adhered to its request that the FBI confine its investigation 

to the persons already arrested or directly under suspicion and that 

the FBI not expand its investigation into other areas which might 

eventually run afoul of CIA operations. 
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42. On June 28, 1972 Gray directed that the FBI interview Manuel 

Ogarrio and continue its efforts to locate and interview Kenneth 

Dahlberg. On that evening John Dean telephoned Gray at home and urged 

that, for national security reasons or because of CIA interest, efforts 

to interview Ogarrio and Dahlberg be held up. Gray thereafter cancelled 

the interviews. 
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43. On June 28, 1972 FBI agents met with Gordon Liddy, in the 

presence of FCRP attorney Kenneth Parkinson, to question Liddy regarding 

the break-in at the DNC headquarters. When Liddy declined to answer 

the agents' questions, he was discharged by FCRP Chairman Maurice 

Stans. 
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44. On or about June 28, 1972 John Dean was informed that the FBI was 

attempting to interview Kathleen Chenow, the secretary of David Young and 

Egil Krogh in the White House Special Investigations Unit (the "Plmnbers"). 

(The number of a telephone billed to Chenow at her home address but 

located in the EOB was contained in a personal book of telephone numbers 

of Eugenio Martinez and in an address book of Bernard Barker found in 

the Watergate hotel room that had been occupied by certain of the men 

arrested in the DNC headquarters.) Dean has testified that he informed 

John Ehrlichman of problems connected with Chenow's interview and 

Ehrlichman agreed that before her FBI interview Chenow should be briefed 

not to disclose the activities of Howard Hunt and Gordon Liddy while at 

the White House. On June 28, 1972 Dean telephoned Acting FBI Director 

Gray and requested that Chenow's interview be temporarily held up for 

reasons of national security. Gray agreed to the request. 
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45. On June 28, 1972 Gray met with John Ehrlichman and John Dean. 

At this meeting Gray was given two folders containing documents which 

he was told had been retrieved from Howard Hunt's safe and had not 

been delivered to FBI agents when the remainder of the contents of 

the safe was delivered on June 27, 1972. Gray was told that these 

documents were politically sensitive, were unrelated to Watergate, 

and should never be made public. Dean did not deliver to Gray the 

two notebooks and pop-up address book that had been found in Hunt's 

safe; Dean has related that he discovered these items in a file folder 

in his office in late January 1973, at which time he shredded the 

notebooks and discarded the address book. 
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46. On June 30, 1972 the President met with H. R. Haldeman and 

John Mitchell. A portion of their discussion related to the Water

gate break-in. 
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47. On July 2, 1972 Fred Fielding, staff assistant to John Dean, 

flew to England, where Kathleen Chenow was vacationing, to bring Chenow 

back to Washington. On or about July 3, 1972 Chenow discussed her 

forthcoming FBI interview with Fielding and Plumbers Unit member David 

Young. Dean and Fielding were present when the FBI interviewed Chenow. 
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48. On July 5, 1972 at 5:54 p.m. Acting FBI Director Gray phoned 

Deputy CIA Director Walters and stated that, unless the CIA provided 

by the following morning a written rather than the verbal request to 

refrain from interviewing Manuel Ogarrio and Kenneth Dahlberg, the 

FBI would go forward with those interviews. At 10:05 a.m. on July 6, 

1972 Walters met with Gray and furnished Gray a memorandum indicating 

that the CIA had no interest in Ogarrio or Dahlberg. Gray then ordered 

that Ogarrio and Dahlberg be interviewed. At 10:51 a.m. Gray called 

Clark MacGregor, Campaign Director of CRP, who was with the President 

at San Clemente, California. Gray has testified that he asked MacGregor 

to tell the President that Gray and Walters were uneasy and concerned 

about the confusion during the past two weeks in determining whether 

the CIA had any interest in people whom the FBI wished to interview 

in connection with the Watergate investigation. Gray also has testified 

that he asked MacGregor to tell the President that Gray felt that people 

on the White House staff were careless and indifferent in their use of 

the CIA and FBI, that this activity was injurious to the CIA and the 

FBI, and that these White House staff people were wounding the President. 

MacGregor has denied both receiving this call and the substance of it as 

related by Gray, but has testified to receiving a call from Gray on 

another subject the previous evening or possibly that morning. (By 

letter of July 25, 1973 to Archibald Cox, J. Fred Buzhardt stated that 

the President's logs do not show any conversations or meetings between 

the President and Clark MacGregor on July 6, 1972. The President's 

log for that date shows meetings between the President and MacGregor 
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from 10:40 a.m. to 12:12 p.m., Pacific time.) At 11:28 a.m. the President 

telephoned Gray. Gray told the President that he and Walters felt that 

people on the President's staff were trying to mortally wound the Presi

dent by using the CIA and the FBI. The President responded by instructing 

Gray to continue to press ahead with the investigation. 
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49. In July 1972 Dean obtained from Gray various interview and 

investigative reports of the FBI investigation of the break-in at the 

DNC headquarters. Dean has testified that he showed these reports to 

the attorneys for CRP and to CRP officials. Previously Dean had 

asked Attorney General Kleindienst for access to FBI interview 

reports and Attorney General Kleindienst had refused his request. 
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50. On or about Friday July 28, 1972 a grand jury subpoena was 

served on Maurice Stans, Chairman of FCRP, to testify in connection 

with the investigation of the break-in at the DNC headquarters about 

his knowledge of the purpose for which campaign funds were spent. 

The President requested that John Ehrlichman determine if Stans 

could testify by deposition instead of being subjected to a personal 

appearance before the grand jury. John Dean called Henry Petersen, 

Assistant Attorney General in charge of the Criminal Division, and 

requested that Stans' testimony be taken at the offices of the 

Department of Justice rather than before the grand jury. Petersen 

had previously agreed to this arrangement in the case of testimony 

by members of the White House staff. Petersen told Dean that this 

procedure could not be used for Stans, and Dean reported that response 

to Ehrlichman. On Saturday, July 29, 1972 Ehrlichman called Petersen 

and requested that Stans not be compelled to appear before the grand 

jury. Ehrlichman accused the prosecutors of harassing Stans. On 

Sunday, July 30, 1972 Ehrlichman called Attorney General Kleindienst. 

Ehrlichman reported that Petersen had refused to follow his instructions. 

The next day Kleindienst, Petersen and Assistant United States Attorney 

Earl Silbert met in Petersen's office. They agreed that Stans would 

be questioned under oath at the Department of Justice and not before 

the grand jury. On August 2, 1972 Stans was questioned in Petersen's 

conference room. According to Stans, in August the President called 

Stans and told him that he appreciated the sacrifice that Stans was 
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making in not answering questions for the press and hoped that he could 

continue to take it. 
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51. John Ehrlichman has testified that on July 31, 1972 Ehrlichman, 

John Dean and Attorney General Kleindienst met and discussed whether 

Jeb Magruder was involved in the break-in at the DNC and that shortly 

thereafter Ehrlichman discussed the meeting with the President. 

Kleindienst has testified he does not recall the meeting. In August, 

1972, after Magruder's testimony before the grand jury investigating 

the break-in at the DNC headquarters, Dean called Assistant Attorney 

General Henry Petersen to find out how Magruder had done when testi

fying. Petersen called Assistant United S~ates Attorney Silbert and 

discussed Magruder's testimony. Petersen has testified that he told 

Dean that while Magruder was a very articulate young man, nobody 

believed Magruder's story that he did not know the purposes for which 

campaign funds had been spent. 
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52. At the end of August 1972 John Ehrlichman met with the 

President and discussed what public statements the President should 

make about the White House and CRP involvement in the June 17th break

in. The President decided that he would state that there was no in

volvement of present White House employees. On August 29, 1972 in 

a press conference the President stated that John Dean, under the 

President's direction, had conducted a complete investigation of all 

leads that might involve any present members of the White House 

staff or anybody in the Government. The President said, "I can say 

categorically that his investigation indicates that no one in the 

White House staff, no one in this Administration, presently employed, 

was involved in this very bizarre incident." John Dean has denied 

conducting that investigation. The President also stated that the 

FBI and the Department of Justice had had the total cooperation of 

the White House and that CRP was continuing its investigation. 
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53. On September 15, 1972 the President met with H. R. Haldeman and 

John Dean. Certain subjects were discussed in the course of the 

September 15, 1972 meeting: 
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54. On October 5, 1972 the President held a press conference. 

He stated that the FBI had conducted an intensive investigation of 

Watergate because "I wanted to be sure that no member of the White 

House staff and no man or woman in a position of major responsibility 

in the Committee for Re-Election had anything to do with this kind 

of reprehensible activity. " 
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55. On December 15, 1972 John Ehrlichman met with CIA Director 

Richard Helms, William Colby of the CIA, and John Dean. They discussed 

answers to questions posed by Assistant Attorney General Henry Petersen 

and Assistant U. S. Attorney Earl Silbert. Colby had disclosed on 

November 27, 1972 to .59e Federal prosecutors that Ehrlichman was the 

person who had requested CIA assistance for Howard Hunt in 1971. They 

also discussed the materials turned over by the CIA to the Justice 

Department on October 24, 1972. 
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56. On January 8, 1973 former CIA Deputy Director Cushman sent a 

memorandum to John Ehrlichman identifying as the person who requested 

CIA assistance for Howard Hunt in 1971 one of the following: Ehrlichman, 

Charles Colson or John Dean. On January 10, 1973 after discussions 

with Ehrlichman and Dean, Cushman changed the memorandum to state that 

he did not recall the identity of the White House person who requested 

assistance for Hunt. 
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57. Early in 1973 John Dean met with Assistant Attorney General 

Petersen. Petersen showed Dean documents delivered by the CIA to the 

Department of Justice, including copies of the photographs connecting 

Howard Hunt and Gordon Liddy with Dr. Fielding's office. On a second 

occasion prior to February 9, 1973 Dean met with Petersen and discussed 

what the Department of Justice would do if requested by the CIA to 

return materials. Petersen told him that an indication that the 

materials had been sent back to the CIA would have to be made in the 

Department's files. 

Page 
57.1 John Dean testimony, 3 SSC 978 •••••••••••••••••••••••• 672 

(66) 



58. On February 9, 1973 Dean called CIA Director James Schlesinger. 

Dean suggested that the CIA request the Department of Justice to return 

a package of materials that had been sent to the Department of Justice 

in connection with the Watergate investigation. Deputy CIA Director 

Walters contacted Dean on February 21, 1973 and refused Dean's request. 
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1. On June 17, 1972 shortly after 2:00 a.m. five persons, including 

James McCord, a security consultant for the Committee for the Re-election 

of the President (CRP), were arrested in the Watergate headquarters of 

the Democratic National Connnittee (DNC). Immediately after the arrests, 

Howard Hunt and Gordon Liddy left the Watergate Hotel. Hunt took with him 

a briefcase belonging to McCord that contained electronic equipment, went 

to his office in the Executive Office Building (EOB), and withdrew from a 

$afe located in his EOB office $10,000 previously provided to him by Liddy 

for use in case there was a mishap. Hunt placed McCord's briefcase in 

the safe. In the early morning hours, he delivered the money to an attorney 

on behalf of the five persons arrested at the DNC headquarters. 

Page 
1.1 Paul Leeper testimony, 1 SSC 96, 105-06 ••••..•••••••••••••••• 72 

1.2 James McCord testimony, 1 SSC 126 .•••.•••••••••••.••••••..•.. 75 

1.3 E. Howard Hunt testimony, 9 SSC 3688-89 .....•••..•.••••••.•.• 76 

(71) 



1.1 PAUL LEEPER TESTIMONY, MAI 171 1973 1 l SSC 961 
105-06 

96 

Sergeant LEEPER. In the area of the Watergate ~omple::c, the White 
House area. 

Mr. DAsH. Was that your position on June 17, 1972? 
Sergeant LEEPER. Yes, sir. \Ve were working that area. 
~fr . DASH. Now, Sergeant, is the dress that you are presently 

wearing at this committee hearing the type of dress that you usually 
wear in vour vocation? 

Sergeant LEEPER. No, sit. 
~Ir. DASH. '\\'nat is vour usual dress? 

' Sergeant LEEPER. \\'"ell, we vary it from anything from old .Army 
shirts, golf jackets, golf hats, casual clothes. I had a pair, on the night 
in question, a pair of blue slacks on, a. blue jacket with a. unh-ersity 
written across the front of it, and a golf cap. 

)Ir. DASH. And in the police automobile that you use, is this a. 
marked automobile or unmarked? 

Sergeant LEEPER. No, sir, it is unmarked. 
~Ir. DASH. Was that the kind of automobile that you were in on 

June 17, 1972? 
Sergeant LEEPER. Yes, sir. 

r: ~Jr. DASH. Thank you. 
Now, can we first have chart 5. While they are getting the cbnrt, 

Sergeant, can you tell us did there come a time sometime early in the 
morning of or of June 17 or late in the evening. whatever time it 
occurred of June 16, that you received a call to cooe to the l"icinity 
of the Watergate complex m Washington, D.C:? 

Sergeant LEEPER. Yes, sir. 
1fr. DASH. What was the nature of that call? 
Sergeant LEEPER. Well, the cull came out about 0152 hours on the 

morning of the 17th, Saturday, and the call originally came out for 
any scout car, which would be n marked car vehicle in the Police 
Department and official in it to respond to the w· ntergate, 260Q 

; Virginia Awnue, to assist a spedul officer, the official vehicle would 
be a sergeant, lieutenant, or a captain's cruiser. These would be 
marked vehicles . . Ko one answered that, and the dispatcher. the police 
dispntcher came over the uir nnd 11sked if there was am· TAC unit . 
in the area. -

Senator BAKER. Any what? 
Sergeant LEEPER. They ref er to us us casual clothes, t11ctical squads 

and they ha,·e other squads. . 
Senator BAKER. TAC unit. 
Mr. DASH. Authoritv for tactical unit. 
Sergeant LEEPER. Tactical unit. Yes, sir, and at this time I was . 

,,;orking in cruiser 727, which i:;; un unmarked police ,·ehicle ,nth 
Officer John Bnrrett and Officer Curl Shoffier. · 

~Ir. DASH. Where were vou located when ,·ou recein,d that call? 
Sergeant LEEPER. We \\=ere in the are1\ of about K and ~0th, 

Washington, D.C. 

L ~Ir. D,\SH. How clo5e wns it to the '\'Vnterg:lte complex? 
Sergennt LEEPER. Approximntel.\· 11. minute and :\ hnlL 2 minutes 

uw:n·. 
~ir. D ,\sH. If You c1rn sl't' th(• drnrt whiC'h i" on the t>o,;t>l. nntl if 

not. C'llll you go to it , dn yon n'('O~nize the photo~rnph that 1lpp~:1.rs 
on thnt ('a,;t>I"? 

Ser~ennt LEEPEH. Yt's. sir; it i,; of the "\Y:ttt·r~:ltt' t'omplt•:o.. 
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Senator BAKER. Just one second, just a second, I do not mean to 
unduly interrupt counsel, but just so I can keep the continuity in 
my mind, that man across the street ,vas in the Howard Johnson? 

Sergeant LEEPER. That is correct. · 
Senator BAKER. Where? 

· Sergeant LEEPER. He was out on the balcony. I did not see him, 
Senator. It was just called to my attention by Officer Shoffler. 

Senator BAKER. But you knew he was watching you? 
Sergeant LEEPER. Yes, sir. 
Senator BAKER. How long did he watch? 
Sergeant LEEPER. I do not know, sir. I did not even look over. 

I just--
Senator BAKER. You had your guns out? 
Sergeant LEEPER. I did not have my gun out but Officer Shoffier 

had his weapon out. 
Senator BAKER. And you were on the floor of the DNC, the Demo-

cratic National Committee? 
Sergeant LEEPER. Yes, sir. 
Senator BAKER. The balcony outside? 
Sergeant LEEPER. Well, it is referred to as the terrace. 
Senator BAKER. Who was that fellow·? 
Sergeant LEEPER. It was later found to be James Baldwin. 
Senator BAKER. Do you know how long Baldwin watched? 
Sergeant LEEPER. I think from the time we pulled up in front here, 

sir. 
:\fr. DASH. All right. Then, what did you do? Did you leave the 

terrace at that time? 
Sergeant LEEPER. Yes, sir, we responded back in the area of the 

hallway and we met up again with Officer Barrett down to this urea, 
checking the offices that were open as we came down the hulhniy, and 
we came into this room here through a glass door, Officer Barrett was 
the first man followed by myself and Officer Shoffier. Officer Barrett 
responded up to this area here and I started into this little secretarial 
cubicle here, Officer Shoffier was somewhere in this area and at this 
point I heard Officer Barrett yell: "Hold it, come out." 

.\Ir. DASH. \Yhere was th11t mice coming from? 
Sergeant LEEPER. Officer Barrett? 
.\Ir. DASH. Yes; where was that voice coming from? 
Sergeant LEEPER. Right in this area here, Officer Barrett mis right 

in this area. At this time I rc:-ponded back out of the cubicle into this 
cubicle, jumped up on the desk, (lrtnvinO' my weapon and when I 
looked over this glass partition there were f'i\·e men standing in front of 
n desk with their hands either mised above their heads or at least 
shoulder high wen1fog blue surgical gloves. . 

.\Ir. DASH. What, if anything, did you see them doing nt the time 
thnt their hands were up when you had your guns out on them? 

Sergeant LEEPER. Some of the gentlemen. sir, had trietl to remove 
the ~l~n-e:-; by using, you know, t11king one h11ntl unJ trying to throw it 
off with the other. 

:\Ir. DASH. Did you noti,:c nny kind of e<ptipment or p11mphernalia. 
in and around whl're ,-ou found the nwn"? 

St·r~Pnnt LEEPEIL \" e,;, ,-ir. One of the llll'fl h:tlL wi1,- CtU"rying nn 
n.w.o.l. bng. nn o\·l'rnigltt ling, ,;pmihu-ge brown b11g with hi:i coat 
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draped over it contained ntrious items, cameras, bulb;;, clamp,; for 
dumping the cameras to the de,,k, walkie-talkies. things of this sort . 
. :\Ir. DASH. Xow, just going down towurd the corner there from 
that room where you apprehended the men, the corner to\l,.-ard the 
bottom right corner, go all the ·way down to the large office in the 
i:orner there. 

Sergeant LEEPER. Right in here, sir . 
.:\Ir. DASH. No; the large office in the corner, the very edge, whose 

office is that? 
Sergeant LEEPER. That is the office of the chairman at that time 

of the Democratic Partv was L:rnTence F. O'Brien. 
:\Ir. DASH .• '\nd ,vas ·there entrance to that office from or access to 

it from where you found the men you apprehended? 
Sergeant LEEPER. Yes, sir. As you can see by the chart, sir, you 

had access to that office. 
:\Ir. DASH. And next to that office, to the left, whose office was that? 
Sergeant LEEPER. That is the deputy chairman, sir, Stanley L. Gray. 
:\Ir. DASH. Now, you at that point, what did you c.lo "-ith the men 

he apprehended at that point? 
Sergeant LEEPER. We ordered them out from behind the desk and 

lined them up along the wall, facing the wall, hands on the wall, feet 
spread apart, and at that time I informed them who ,ve were, they 
were under arrest for burglary nnd ath·ised them of their rights and at 
that time, I directed Officer Barrett to begin a systematic search of 
each man. 

:\fr. DASH. Did you notice anything unusual nbout these men when 
you arrested them, the ,my Hwy were dre:-;sed? 

Sergeant LEEPER. They were well dressed, sir, in either suits, sport 
coats and ties. 

:\Ir. D.>.sH. Xow, do you know the names of those people, did they 
give their names at that time to ,·on? . 
~ Sergeant LEEPER, At thut tim~, no, sir. 

2\Ir. DASH. Did they give any n11mes to you? 
Sergeant LEEPER. Luter, when they were booked in the precinct, 

taken to het1dquarters, 2:rn1 L Street, they gave us names which hlter 
proYe<l to be folse names, aliase,; . 

.Mr. DASH. Did you later find out who they were? 
Sergeant LEEPER. Yes, sir. 
~fr. DASH. Could you name the persons who you arrested in that 

location bv the nnmes that luter fonncl out who the\· were to be? 
Sergeant. LEEP:t,;R. Frank ::,turgis, Bernttrd L~ Barker, James 

I ~IcCor<l, Eugenio \fartinez, and I think it was Virgilio Gonzales. 
l_ Senator Ennx. Virgilio Gonzales? 

Sergeant LEEPER. fbeliern that is the wny he pronounces his n:mte. 
:\Ir. D . .\SH. Did you accompnny them down tt) the :,;tation house·? 
Scrgennt LEEPER. Ye,,, sir, we ,;ent thret> of them 1lown in :1 patrol 

wt1gon, one was transported, I think \fr. \IeCord, w:1,- trnnsp,.lrteil 
in S:{ scout nnd I tnrnsportcd \ [ r. B:lrker in the oh! clot he,- 'f_.\.(! 
11nit. tlw 1rnt11,1rked crui::-l'L 

.\[r. D:\C:ll. ,\t n later tirnP did \·ou come h:trk nn1l makP :nn· -;t•:1rch 
of nny l"O\lill in thr.• "·:1tprg-:ttc c01.11plt•x'? • 

~l'rgeant I.1-:El'8H. [ 1·:111\l' 1lii<'k to th, \\":tt,'r~:ttt• <'l'mplt:•x but the 
:-1•nr<'h wn,; 111:idt• by the \lld,ill' ( 'ri11w l'nit. _\.t tht• tit1H' Wl' t'1)l1ld 
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Mr. l\JcCoRo. I received on retirement in August 1970 the Dis
tinguished Service Award for outstanding performance of duty ·with 
CIA. I received some others. 
·. Mr. DASH. Now, prior to your arrest, indictment, and conviction 
relating to the_ Watergate incident, were you ever arrested, charged 
with• a crime, ·or the subject of any complaint or disciplinary ·pro-
ceeding in your life? .... 

Mr. McCoRo. I have had traffic violations in the Washington 
area; yes, siI. . . r Mr. DASH. Is that all? 

Were you an employee of the Committee To Re-Elect the President? 
Mr. l\IcCoRD. Yes. 
Mr. DASH. Wnat, position did y6u hold an(\ what,were your duties? 
Mr. McCoRo. I came aboard first as a security consultant pa.rt 

time in September of 1971. . . . . · · 
Mr. DASH. By the -way; how did you get that job? 

' Mr. McCORD. I was introduced initially by Mr. John Caulfield 
and Mr. Odle, the Director of ~<\.dministration who testified vesterday', 
and based on that interview was employed part time and then full 
time in January, the first of ,January 1972; · 

Mr. DASH. Now. what were vour duties·in that position as security 
chief? 

Mr. McCORD. The duties were essentially the function of the 
protection of the property and the 'lives of the personnel of the com
:imittee in that facility there and subsequently in the facility at Miami, 
:Fla., that the committee and some of the White House· staff would 
occupy during the Republican Convention in August of 1972. The 
duties were primarily thqse of physical security protection of per-

L sonnel security, some document security, and some protective work 
for the family of John Mitchell. 

Mr. DASH. Now, were those duties, and that assignment that you 
have just described under whose direction did you work? 

Mr. McCORD. Primarilv under the direction of Mr. Robert Odle 
who was my immediate supervisor in the committee. The responsi
bility with :Mr. Mitchell and his family, I received directions from 
him, from l\frs. Mitchell, from Robert Odle and :Mr. Liddy. 

Mr. DASH. Did there come a time when you worked under the 
direction of Gordon Liddv? 

Mr. McConD. Yes, I d1d. . 
Mr. DASH. What was l\fr. Liddv's position at that time? 
Mr. l\foCoRD. He was at first from December until about :\larch 

19-December 1971 to about :\lurch 1972-general counsel for the 
Committee To Re-Elect the President. Thereafter he was-occupied 
the same position with the finance committee for the reelection of the 
President. . 

Mr. DASH. When did this arrangement begin or, in which capacity 
did you work under his direction, Mr. McCord, with Mr. Liddy? . 

Mr. l\fcConn. The first discussions of the a1Tangements began some
time in Januarv 1972. Early January. 

Mr. DASH. Could you briefly state for the committee, Mr. McCord. 
what it was that Mr. Liddy wanted you to do? 

Mr. 1'1cCoRD. I can give a bit of a background if you want that. 
When he first came aboard the committee in December 1971 he began 
tO-:.--we stntck up an acquaintance, we had had a contact on it, and 
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Mr. D,\sH. All right now, ~fr. Hunt, with regard to the Democrat 
Convention in Miami, did you give any assignments to )fr. Barked 

Mr. HUNT. I did. 
Mr. DASH. And what, if any, assignment did yon gi\ ·e :Mr. Barker? 
Mr. HUNT. '\:Ve are speaking now only of the Democratic Convention. 
Mr. DASH. Democratic. . 
Mr. HUNT. Mr. Barker's principal assignment was to develop a net

work of informants along the Miami Beach hotel complex who could 
report to us concerning campaign developments , convention de,·elop-
ments, nolicies of individual Democratic candidates. . 

Mr. DASH. Did he also have an assignment to procure a houseboat 
as a base for electronic surveillance? 

Mr. HUNT, Yes. 
Mr. DASH. And did he also have an assignment to recmit some per

sons who might be disreputable looking young men, hippies , to pose as 
McGovern supporters? 

Mr. HUNT. Yes. 
Mr. DASH. ·what were they supposed to do? 
Mr. HuNT. They were supposed to demonstrate in front of the Doral 

Hotel some evening and behave outrageously to bring discredit upon 
the bulk of the useful McGovern supporters . 

l\fr. DASH. Now, Mr. Hunt, I think you, in fact, did participate in the 
break-in of the Democratic National Committee headquarters at the 
Watergate on or about May 27, 1972, is that not tme? 

Mr. HuxT. I do not know if the word "participate" embraces it-
Mr. DASH. You did not make an entry yourself? 
Mr. HUNT. No: sir. I participated in it. 
Mr. DASH. And is it not true that you recmited )fr. Barki:>r to bring 

up the team of Cuban-Americans to assist in this plan? 
Mr. HUNT. Yes, sir. 
Mr. DASH. And is it true that it was his job to engage in photograph

ing Democratic Party documents? 
~fr. HUNT. Yes, sir. r Mr .. DAsH. _Now, it is true, is it not, that you also participated in the 

second break-in, using the "participating" as you indicated before 
that you definitely did not break in the Democratic National Commit
tee headquarters on June 18, 19i2? 

Mr. HUNT. Yes, sir. 
Mr. D,\SH. ,vhere were you situated when the entry team was 

arrested? 
:Mr. Hmn In room 214 of the ·watergate Hotel, which is another 

building. 
Mr. DASH. ·what did you do immediately after you were made aware 

that an arrest had taken place? 
Mr. Hm,T. I closed up :Mr. McCord's briefcase, which contained elec

tronic eonipment, and with l\fr. Liddy, we left the premises. I drore 
to the '\Yhite House, where I inserted the briefcase belong-ing to )fr. 
·McCord, into my two-drawer saf e. I went-I be1ie,·e I cnllerl )fr. 
Douglas Caddy's apartment, he being an attorney. 

)Ir. DASH. ·who is Mr. Caddy? 
Mr. HuxT. Mr. Douglas Caddy, an attorney and a former employee 

of the Mullen Co., and asked him if he could receirn me at thnt early 
hour of the morning. 
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l\Ir. DASH. Did you take!, ".ly money out of the safe? 
l\fr. Hm,T. Yes, sir, I did. 
Mr. DASH. How much? 
::\Ir. HuxT. I took out $10,000. 
)Ir. DASH. '\v11ere did you get that money? 
l\Ir. Hm,T. That was contingency money that had been provided me 

by ::\Ir. Liddy. 
·l\fr. DASH. Contingency just in case there was this kind of trouble? 
)Ir. HuxT. Yes, sir; in case there was a mishap. 
)Ir. DASH. '\Vhat did you do with that money? 
)fr. HuxT. I took it during the course of the early morning to Mr. 

Caddy's apartment and garn it to him on behalf of the five men who 
had been arrested. 

l\Ir. DASH. Did you make an analysis or review of the contents of 
your safe at that time or a later time? 
· l\Ir. HuxT. No, sir; not at that time. 

l\Ir. DAsH. '\Yhen did you, if you did? 
Mr. HuxT. Excuse me. 
l\Ir. l)AsH. l\Ir. Hunt. this might help you. Do you recall returning 

to your office at the EOB and looking through the contents of your 
safe? 

Mr. HuxT. Yes, sir. 
)fr. DASH. And do you recall that that was on or about June 19, 

1972? • 
)Ir. HuxT. Yes, sir. 
Mr. DASH. Just very briefly. can you describe the contents of your 

safe at that time, what you had in there? 
)Ir. HuxT. '\Vell, there was a great deal of material, )Ir. Dash. 
)£ r. DASH. Just by category. . 
:Mr. H-m.T. There were the fabricated Vietnamese cables that I had 

shown to l\fr. Colson, Mr. Conein, and l\Ir. Lambert. There was mate
rial relating to Gemstone; there were transcripts of my conversations 
with l\Ir. Clifton De l\fotte, for example. There was a very substantial 
amount of material; part of which was shown me at the time of dis
co\·ery by the F.S. attorncy-pl'rhaps I am not being responsive. 

Mr. DASH. Yes, you are being responsive. Did it also include the 
briefcase which included )Ir. l\IcCord's electronic equipment? 

l\Ir. HuxT. Oh, yes: that was there. 
Mr. DASH. Now, did you inform anyone on that day of the contents 

of your safe 1 
l\f r. Hm.T. I did. 
l\Ir. DASH. '\Vho was that 1 
l\Ir. H UXT. )Ir. Colson's secretary. 
l\fr. D.-\SH. What is her name? 
l\fr. HuxT. Her name was l\frs. Joan Hall. 
Mr. DASH. Did you characterize or say anything about the contents? 
Jfr. H UXT. Yes, sir; I did. 
l\Ir. D,\SH. ·what did you say? 
)Ir. H "C"XT. Before I left the "White House for the last time. I stopped 

by ::\fr. Colson's office, not to see him bnt simply to inform l\frs. Hall~ 
whom I knew held the com hi nation to my safo, that it contained sensi
ti rn :naterial. I simply said to her~ "I just want you to know that that 
safe 1s loaded." 
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2. At the time of the arrests at the Watergate headquarters of the 

DNC, electronic surveillance and photographic equipment and approximately 

$1,500 in cash were found in the possession of the persons arrested. A 

subsequent search of rooms in the Watergate Hotel that had been rented 

under alias names used by certain of the persons arrested produced a 

directory containing a White House telephone number for Howatd Hunt, a 

check drawn by E. Howard Hunt, and 32 sequentially numbered $100 bills. 

(These bills had been received from a Florida bank into which Barker 

had deposited five checks contributed to the President's re-election 

campaign. Four of these checks totalling $89,000 had been drawn on a 

Mexican bank payable to Manuel Ogarrio, a Mexican lawyer. The fifth 

check totalling $25,000 had been drawn by Kenneth Dahlberg. These 

checks had been delivered to Gordon Liddy by FCRP Treasurer Hugh Sloan 

to be converted into cash.) 
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Sergeant LEEPER. In the area of the Watergate complex, the \Yhite 
House area. 

Mr. DASH. \Vas that your position on June 17, 1972? 
Sergeant LEEPER. Yes, sir. \Ve were working that area. 
Mr. DASH. Now, Sergeant, is the dress that you are presently 

wearing at this committee hearing the type of dress that you usually 
wear in vour vocation? 

Sergeant LEEPER. No, sir. 
I\lr. DASH. \Vhat is vour usual dress? 
~ergeant LEEPER. \Yell, we vary it from anything from old ~y 

slurts, golf jackets, golf hats, casual clothes. I had a pair, on the rnght 
in question, a pair of blue slacks on, a blue jacket with a university 
written across the front of it, and a golf cap. 

Mr. DASH. And in the police automobile that you use, is this a 
marked automobile or unmarked? 

Sergeant LEEPER. No, sir, it is unmarked. 
Mr. DASH. Was that the kind of automobile that you were in on 

June 17, 1972? 
Sergeant LEEPER. Yes, sir. 

G Mr. DASH. Thank you. 
Now, can we first have chart 5. While they are getting the chart, 

Sergeant, can vou tell us did there come a time sometime early in the 
morning of or of June 17 or late in the evening. whatever time it 
occurred of June 16, that you received a call to co.c1e to the vicinity 
of the Watergate complex in Washington, D.C.'? 

Sergeant LEEPER. Yes, sir. 
Mr. DASH. What was the nature of that call? 
Sergeant LEEPER. Well, the call came out about 0152 hours on the 

morning of the 17th, Saturday, and the call originally came out for 
any scout car, which would be a marked car vehicle in the Police 
Department and official in it to respond to the Watergate, 260(1 

- Virginia Avenue, to assist a special officer, the official vehicle would 
be a sergeant, lieutenant, or a captain's cruiser. These would be 
marked vehicles. No one answered that, and the dispatcher, the police 
dispatcher came over the uir and asked if there was an.r TAC unit. 
in the area. 

Senator BAKER. Any what? 
Sergeant LEEPER. They refer to us as casual clothes, tactical squads 

and they have other squads. 
Senator BAKER. TAC unit. 
Mr. DASH. Authority for tactical unit. 
Sergeant LEEPER. Tactical unit. Yes, sir, and at this time I Wa!> 

working in cruiser 727, which is an unmarked police vehicle with 
Officer John Barrett and Officer Carl Shoffier. 

),Ir. DASH. 'Where were vou located when vou received that call'? 
Sergeant LEF,PER. We ,vere in the area of about K and 30th, 

Washington, D.C. 

L 1Ir. DASH, How close was it to the \Yatergate complex? 
Sergeant LEEPER . .Approximately a minute and a half, 2 minutes 

nwav. 
)iir. DASH. If Yon can seP thP chart which is on the e11sel. nnd if 

not. can you go to it, do you recognize the photograph that nppenrs 
on thnt ensel'? 

Sergeant LEEPER. Yes, sir; it is of the \Yntergate complex. 
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Senator BAKER. Just one second, just a second, I do not mean to 
unduly interrupt counsel, but just so I can keep the continuity in 
my mind, that man across the street was in the Howard Johnson? 

Sergeant LEEPER. That is correct. 
Senator BAKER. ·where? 
Sergeant LEEPER. He was out on the balcony. I did not see him, 

Senator. It was just called to my attention by Officer Shofller. 
Senator BAKER. But you knew he was watching you? 
Sergeant LEEPER. Yes, sir. . 
Senator BAKER. How long did he watch? 
Sergeant LEEPER. I do not know, sir. I did not even look over. 

I just-- . 
Senator BAKER. You had your guns out? 
Sergeant LEEPER. I did not have my gun out but Officer Shoffier 

had his weapon out. · 
Senator BAKER. And you were on the floor of the DNC, the Demo-

cratic National Committee? 
Sergeant LEEPER. Yes, sir. 
Senator BAKER. The balcony outside? 
Sergeant LEEPER. Well, it is referred to as the terrace. 
Senator BAKER. Who was that fellow? 
Sergeant LEEPER. It was later found to be James Baldwin. 
Senator BAKER. Do you know how long Baldwin watched? 

. Sergeant LEEPER. I think from the time we pulled up in front here, 
sir. 

Mr. DASH. All right. Then, what did you do? Did you leave the 
terrace at that time? 

Sergeant LEEPER. Yes, sir, we responded back in the area of the 
hallway and we met up again with Officer Barrett down to this area, 
checking the offices that were open as we came do,vn the hallwny, and 
we came into this room here through a glass door, Officer Barrett was 
the first man followed by myself and Officer Shoffier. Officer Barrett 
responded up to this area here and I started into this little secretarial 
cubicle here, Officer Shoffier was somewhere in this area and at this 
point I heard Officer Barrett yell: "Hold it, come out." 

:\fr. DASH. ·where was that voice coming from? 
Sergeant LEEPER. Officer Barrett? 
:\Ir. DASH. Yes; where was that voice coming from? 
Sergeant LEEPER. Right in this area here, Officer Barrett was right 

in this area. At this time I responded back out of the cubicle into this 
cubicle, jumped up on the desk, drawing my weapon and when I 
looked over this glass partition there were fh·e men ,;tanding in front of 
a desk with their hands either rnised above their heads or at least 
shou Ider high wearing blue surgical gloves.-

:\fr. DASH. ·what, if anything, did you see them doing at the time 
that their hands were up when you had your guns out on them? 

Sergeant LEEPER. Some of the gentleme!1, sir, had tried to remove 
the glen-es by using, you know, taking one hnnd anJ. trying to throw it 
off with the other. 

:\fr. DASH. Did you notice any kind of equipment or p11rnphemalia 
in and nround where vou found the men? 

Serg-Pimt LEE PEIL \ · es, ,;ir. One of the men h:hl, was carrying an 
n.w.o.l. bng, an overnight bag, semilarge brown bag ,vith his coat 
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draped over it contained various items, cameras, bulb,;, clamp,; for 
damping the cameras to the desk, walkie-talkies, things of this sort. 

::\Ir. DASH. X ow, just going down toward the corner there from 
that room where you apprehended the men, the corner toward the 
bottom right corner, g6 all the way down to the large office in the 
rnmer there. 

Sergeirnt LEEPER. Right in here, sir. 
::\Ir. DASH. No; the large office in the corner, the very edge, whose 

office is that? 
Sergeant LEEPER. That is the office of the chairman at that time 

of the Democratic Partv was Lawrence F. O'Brien. 
::\Ir. DASH. And was 'there entrance to that office from or access to 

it from where you found the men you apprehended? 
Sergeant LEEPER. Yes, sir. As you can see by the chart, sir, you 

had access to that office. 
::\Ir. DASH. And next to that office, to the left, whose office was that"? 
Sergeant LEEPER. That is the deputy chairman, sir, Stanley L. Gray. 
::\Ir. DASH. Xow, you at that point, what <lid you <lo with the men 

he apprehended at that point? 
Sergeant LEEPER. We ordered them out from behind the desk and 

lined them up along the wall, facing the wall, hands on the wall, feet 
spread apart, and at that time I informed them who we were, they 
were under arrest for burglary and a<l \·ised them of their rights ,md at 
that time, I directed Officer Barrett to begin a systematic search of 
each man. · 

~Ir. DASH. Did you notice anything unustrnl about these men when 
you arrested them, the wny they were dre:;;sed? 

Sergeant LEEPER. They were well dresse<l, sir, in either suits, sport 
conts and ties. 

::\Ir. DASH. Xow, do you know the names of those people, did they 
' give their names at that time to you? 
~ Sergeant LEEPER. At that time, no, sir. 

Mr. DAsH. Did they give any names to you? 
Sergeant LEEPER. Later, when they were booked in the precinct, 

taken to headqunrters, 2:30 l L Street, they gu ve us names which later 
proved to be false names, aliases. 

l\lr. DASH. Did you later fin1l out who they were? 
Sergenn t LEEPER . Yes, sir. 
Mr. DASH. Could you ntune the persons who you arresteJ in that 

location bv the names that inter found out who the,· were to be? 
Sergeant . LEEPER. Frank Sturgis, Bernard L~ Btuker, James 

McCord, Eugenio l\hrtinez, and I think it was Virgilio Gonzales. 
Senator Euv1N. Vir£:ilio Gonzale,;? 
Sergeant LEEPER. fbeliern that is the way he pronounces his name. 
l\fr . DASH. Did you nccompnny them do\'vn to the :::tittion house? 
Sergennt LEEPER. Yes, sir, we sent three of them down in tl patrol 

wagon, one was transported, I think \Ir. :\£cCord, was trnnsportecl 
in 8:3 seout and I trnnsporte<l :\Ir. Barker in the old clothes TAC 
unit, the unm,trked cruiser. 

:\fr . DASH. At u Inter time did ,·ou come b1tck 1rn1i rnnkf' arw :-enrch 
of nny room in the 1,Yilterg,tte coinplex? · 

Sl'rgennt L1~EPEfl. I e,rn1c 11nck to the \Yntt'r~ntt' complex bm the 
search wn,; mnd,, by the ~[obile Crime Unit. ,\t the time we cou!J 
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get in touch with them they handled all the searching of the rooms 
ond all the fingerprinting and processing. 

l\fr. DASH. What rooms were searched? 
Sergeant LEEPER. Well, the Mobile Crime did a search of the 

whole complex-sixth floor complex. The conference room, all these 
rooms along here. 

Mr. DASH. Were there any other rooms in the hotel or any other 
place of the corr:plex that was also searched? 

Sergeant LEEPER. Yes, sir. "\Ve obt.uined search warrants at about 
2:30 in the afternoon, that would be Saturday afternoon on tTune 17, 
and went into rooms 214 and 314 of the Watergate Hotel. 

:Mr. DASH. ·what led you to get such search warrants? 
Sergeant LEEPER. 'Well, we checked the guests, the register, to see 

who was registered at the Watergate and I think they also checked 
the Howard Johnsons across the street and some of the fictitious 
names these gentlemen bad used were .on the register of the 'Watergate 
Hotel. 

~Ir. DASH. Could you say briefly what, if anything, was found in 
the search of that hotel? 

Sergeant LEEPER. More electrical equipment, more blue surgical 
gloves, about $4,200 in $100 bills, all in sequence, all brand new 8100 
bills; some electronic equipment. I guess that is it. 

1fr. DASH. Sergeant, could you shed any light-were you present 
or do you have any knowledge of any check that was found on any 
one of these def end ants or notebooks that had the name, E. Howard 
Hunt? 

Sergeant LEEPER. I was on the search team that went into room 214 
of the Watergate Hotel. It was myself and Detective Robert Dennell 
of our Department, Carl Shoffier, an agent from the ,v_ashin~ton 
field office of the FBI; and also one of the men from ~lo bile Cnme, 
Don Cherry, assisted us. At that time, it was called to my attention 
that they did find a book with the name---

?\Ir. DASH. Found what, sir? 
Sergeant LEEPER . . A small notebook, as you described it, with the 

name s that you had brought out in it. 
?\fr. DASH. The name E. Hovntrd Hunt? Is that the name'? 
Sergeant LEEPER. I believe it said, "E. Hunt, W.H.", on it, sir. 
~Ir. DASH. Are you aware of finding on the person of any defendant. 

or anyone in the room any check that was signed by ?\Ir. Hunt? 
Sergeant LEEPER. No, sir, not to my knowledge. 
?\Ir. DASH. Diel you <lo anything else that evening or that morning 

or the following day with regard to the defendants? 
Sergennt LEEPER. "\Vell, I was at the second district headquti.rters 

when we began proces-;ing these men for court. I did not do actually 
any of the pt1perwork. We were assisted by some detectins, and 
Officer Barrett stayed on the scene out at the "\Vatergate. He was 
trying to get in touch with somebolly from the Democratic Xational 
Committee ond later, ?\fr. Stanley Greigg rnme down. He was brought 
to the stHtion with Officer Barrett, ilt which time, he was shown the 
fixe defendnnts to see if they hnd irny right to be in the builcling, be 
in that nrc:1, the sixth floor, at which time he ,;ttlted they did not. 

:\Ir. DASH. At the time of the nrrest, did you notice whether uny 
of those persons apprehended were employed or had nny reh1tionship 
with the C:ommittee for the He-Eh,ction of t!te Pre,;itlenf? 
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Sergeant LEEPJrn. No, sir. 
Mr. DASH. Did you learn at any time that any of them did? 
Sergeant LEEPER. Well, after it hit the wire services and the press 

started picking it up, yes, sir. 
Mr. DASH. You lea.med it from the press? 
Sergeant LEEPJrn. Yes, sir. 
Mr. DASH. I have no further questions. 
Did you find any money on any of the indiv:duals that were 

apprehended? 
Sergeant LEEPER. Yes, sir, we found quite a bit of money-well, 

not quite a bit. I would say about $3,600, all in $100 bills, all in thA 
same sequence. 

Mr. DASH. Was it $3,600? 
Sergeant LEEPER I could give you a close est;mate, like- ·
Mr. DAsH. Would you leave the chart now and go back to the table? 
Now, would you refer to your records and give us a more specific 

statement as to the amount of money you found on any of the indi
viduals and also in the hotel room? 

Sergeant LEEPER. Also, from the defendant, Edward Joseph 
Hamilton, which would be Frank Sturgis, was approximately $215 in 
bills. From the defendant Frank Carter, which would be Bernard 
Barker, was approximately $230 in bills, two of which were $100 bills, 
and also Sturgis, two of the $250 he had was in $100 bills. 

From the defendant Jean Valdez was $814 in bills, seven of which 
were $100 bills. 

Mr. DASH. Who is Valdez? 
Sergeant LEEPER. That would be :\1artinez, Eugenio :\Iartinez. 
Mr. DAsH. From Earl Godoyn was $230 in bills, He would be, his 

real name would be Virgilio Gonzalez, was $230 in bills, two of which 
were $100 bills. 

From Mr. McCord, using the alias of Edward Joseph Warren, 
no money was found on him. 
' Mr. DASH. Are you acquainted with how much money was found in 
the room, when the room was searched in the hotel, the apartment in 
Watergate? 

Sergeant LEEPER. Yes, sir, there was $3,566.58. There was four 
packs of brandnew $100 bills, eight in a pack, so it would be $3,200 in 
$100 bills, all in the same sequence. 

:\fr. DASH. Did you or someone make a record of the serial numbers 
of those bills? 

Sergeant LEEPER. Yes, sir, the Mobile Crime, which was Don 
Cherry, was on the scene with us. 

:Mr. DASH. Would you provide the committee with a list if \Ve do 
not already have it of those numbers? It is not neces:rnry to read them 
at this point in the record. 

Sergeant LEEPER. Yes, sir. 
[The list of serial numbers on $100 bills requested of the witness 

follows:] 
C 03642257 A through C 03642264 A. 

L 
F 02457423 A through F . 02457430 A. 
F 024.':i7433 A through F 02457440 .'\ . 
F 024,'i7ci03 A through F 024.57510 A. 

35 - 780 0 - 7 4 ~ 7 
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EXHIBIT No. 14:{ 

CENTRAL INTELUG!::i'ICE AGF..NCY 
WASHINGTO:-<, n.c. 20505 

7 July l 97Z 

MEMORANDUM FOR: The Acting Dii:cct1Jr 
Federal Bureau of Investigation 

SU.DJECT Everette Howard IIunt, Jr. 

I~ This n1en1orandum is forwarded in connection with our 
memorandum of 5 July on Subject in response to your request of 
30 June 19"/Z for information as to any other a·oiascs or'documen
tation issued Subje.:t by this Agr,ncy. 

Z. During July and August 1971, Subject was issued two sets 
of alias documentation in the names of Gcorge F. Leonard and 
Edward Joseph Warren, Details of these documents a:ee available 
if desired, but no s.ignaturc excn,phr;, arc avail.l.blc. He was 
also provided certain other operational support items. \Ve undar
stood that these we re t.9 be used in connection with attempts to 
ascertain the facts of cases of ciocunwnt leaks. These matters 
were not in any way connected to Agcncy operations but were 
supplied in

1 
responsr. to a duly authorized extra-Agency request. 

This assistance was tc rminated when ~vbject' s requests escalated 
bcyoQ.d appropriate Iimits. No further support was extended to 
Subject a(tcr August 1971. 

3, This information is being provided in confidence and 
should not be disseminated outside your Bureau. Please refer 
any further correspondence on this mattetolto me. 

Sincerely, 

\(-~ .ti_j ~c:. 
Vernon A. w·alters 

Lieutenant General, USA 
Acting Di rector 

••• -f,!f'..1FJI:~ h .. <?/; •• Pf;! .••••••.•••• ~~-
-- (c:l!:;t k';:!ii:J:, i:.1:.1t r!.i~t " ct,o1f) 
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UNI'lTcD STATES llISTRfCT COURT 
FOR Tllf·: D [STR IC:T OF COU/111\TA 

Holding a Criminal Term 

:,u· 1 :·. nr? 

r:::: Crsmcl Jury Sworn 

I nitcd States of America 

in on June 5, 1972 

V. 

George Gordon I,iddy, 
also known as: Gordon Liddy and 

George F. Leonard 
Everette Howard Hunt, Jr., 

also known as: Howard Hunt, 
Edward L. Warren and 
Edward J. Hamilton 

James W. McCord, Jr., 
also known as: Edward J. Warren and 

Edward J. Martin 
Bernard L. Barker, 

also known as: Frank or Fran Carter 
Eugenio R. Martinez, 

also known as: Gene or Jene Valdes 
Frank A. Sturgis, 

also known as:Frank Angelo Fiorini, 
Edward J. Hamilton, and 
Joseph DiAlberto or 
D 'Alberto 

Virgilio R. Gonzalez, 
also known as: Raul or Raoul Godoy 

L 
or Goboy 

The Grand Jury charges: 

FIRST COUNT: 

Criminal No. 

Grand Jury Original 

ViolcJtt.on: 18 U.S. Goc:e 
371, 2511 
22 D.G. Code 
180l(b), 
23 D,C. Code 
543(a) 

(Conspiracy; Interception 
of Oral and Wire Communi
cations; Second Degree 
Burglary; Unlawful 
Possession Intercepting 
Devices) 

1. At all times material hereto the Democratic National 

Committee, an unincorporated association, wasfue organization 

responsible for conducting the affairs of the Democratic Party 

of the United States. 

2. At all times material hereto the Democratic National 

Committee had its offices and headquarters at 2600 Virginia 

Avenue, N.W., \./ashington, D.C. 

3. At a l l times material hereto George Gordon Liddy, 

also known as Gordon Liddy and George F. Leonard and herein

after referred to as defendant Liddy, was employed as counsel 

for the Finance Curnmlttee to Re-Elect the Pr-esi.dL~nt located at 

1./01 Pcnn:~ylvania Avenue, N.\..'., h',:ishi.ngton_, D.C. 

S I r-=. 1 C-1"'-. C. U . j . 
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2. On ot· about May 5, 1972, and continuing through 

about May 28, 1972, Room 419 at the Howard Johnson's Motor 

Lodge , locat ed at 260 1 Virginia Avenue, N.\·1., Hashington, 

D.C. was rented or leased by the defendant McCord in the 

name of McCord Associates. 

3. On or a bout May 8, 1972, the defe ndant Liddy made 

a telephone call f rom the Distric t of Columbia to the de 

fendant Barker at Barker Associates, Inc. 

4. On or about May 10, 1972, in Rockville, Maryland, 

th e defendant McCord purcha se d a Receivin g System for 

McCor d Associat es , Inc., for which he paid $3,500 in cash, 

a device capable of receiving intercepted wire and oral 

communi cations. 

S. On or about May 17, 1972, the defendant Barker made 

t wo telephone calls from Barker Associates, Inc. to t he de

fendant Liddy at the Finance Committee to Re-Elect th e President 

and two calls to the defendant Hunt within the District of 

Columbia. 

6. On or about May 19, 1972, the defendant Hunt made 

one telephone call from the District of Columbia to the 

defendant Bark er at Barker Associates, Inc. and one tel ephone 

call from the District of Columbia to the defendant Barke r 

at his residence. 

r----- 7 On or about May 22, 1972, the defendant Barker --

' using t~e alias of Fran Carter, the def enda nt Martinez -- using 

the alias of G. Valdes, the de fendant Sturgis using th e 

alias of Joseph Di Alberti, and the defendant Gonzal ez -

using the alias of Raul Goboy, traveled f ro m Miami, Florida, 

to Washington, D.C. 

8. o~ May 26 , 1972, the defendant Lid dy u sing the 

a li. ns of Ceorge F. Leonard, the defendant Hunt u sing the 

:ii L:.1:, nf l'dw-1rd L. \./;irren, t he defendant t,,1ckP t: -- t1sing the 
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alias of Frank Carter, the defendant Martinez -- using the 

alias of Gene Valdes, the defendant Sturgis -- using the 

alias Joseph D'Alberti, and the defendant Conzalez -- using 

I the. alias Raul Godoy, 

~650 Virginia Avenue, 

registered at the Watergate Hotel at 

N.W., Washington, D.C. 

9. On or 2bout :ray 26, 1972, ,,1ithin the District of 

Columbia, the defendants Liddy, Hunt and McCord met. 

10. On or about May 27, 1972, within the District of 

Columbia, the defendants Liddy, Hunt, and McCord inspected, 

surveyed, and reconnoitered the headquarters of Senator 

George McGovern at 410 First Street, S.E. 

11. On or about May 29, 1972, and continuing through 

June 17, 1972, Room 723 at the Howard Johnson's Motor Lodge, 

located at 2601 Virginia Avenue, N.t.J., Washington, D.C. was 

rented and leased by the defendant McCord in the name of 

McCord Associates. 

12. On or about June 5, 1972, the defendant Hunt made 

a telephone call from wi~hin the District of Columbia to 

the defendant Barker at Barker Associates, Inc. 

13. On or about June 11-15, 1972, within the District 

of Columbia, the defendants Liddy, Hunt and McCord met and 

the defendant Liddy gave the defendant McCord about $1,600 

in cash. 

14. On or about June 12, 1972, in Miami, Florida, the 

defendants Martinez and Sturgis purchased surgical gloves. 

15. On or about June 13, 1972, and June 15, 1972, in 

Miami, Florida, the defendant Martinez purchased film and 

other photographic equipment. 
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."RCPOLITM! :'OUCc D:.fj("'\'c 
\'/t,SHiN :;,o:?, D. C·.v 

SUP?LEMENTARY EVID:'::~lCE R::'.PO:-ff 

1. OATE or THIS Ai:'.:PORt 

6-20-72 
2 . COMPLAINANT'~ HA~:'.. 13. LOCATIOU OF O~FZt<:'.i~ 

Democratic National Committee Waterr-ate 2500 Va. Ave NW 
S. QA"i"ECr' OFFEN:iE 6.M CS tiO . 7. C.C.R.UO. 

Bur lar II 6-17-72 12830 316-832 
BELOW ARE THE RESULTS OF THE EXAMINATIO,lS CONDUCTED BY THE IDENTIFICATION SECTlON 

The below listed property recovered on Search Warrant by Detective Robert 
Denell, CID in room #214 of the Watergate Hotel on 6-17-72 and turned over 

':-to Technician Larry Muncy of the MoI:Jile Crime Laboratory 6-20-72 at 0815 hrs. 

ITEMS: 

,.. .. 
"" l•I .,. 
C) 

"' .. 

·~ 

/11167 One black with white metal trim trsamsonite" attache case. 

(The attache case contained the following:) 

#168 

#169 

One brown and yellow metal ''hates" list finder, model K, with :"PFC 
Donnie Ma......-i:inez, Co B, 2nd Tank Battallion, Force Troops, Ca.~p Lejeune, 
North Carolina, 28542" written inside the top of the finder. (This item 
is known as a pop-up telephone directory.) 

One "1972 Realty Bluebook" with torn out page from desk calendar in same. 
Calendar page dated Monday, August 23rd and Tuesday August 24th, 1971. On 
the August 23rd side is written: "2514 N.W. 122 St." 

One green with yellow lettering "Expa:1ded Payment Table for Monthly Mortgage 
Loans" with business card of "E. Rolando Martinez" attached to inside front 
cover. 

A black vinyl address book with "L&M i'iortgage Co. ,6500 W.4th Ave Suite 6;, 
Hialeah, Florida, 822-7520" imprinted on same. In the "Q" section of the 
book is a diagram of what appears to be a hotel lobby. 

Black leather business card holder containing business cards of 
Martinez" and other subjects. 

Rolando 

U.S, Airmail Postage stamp holder with" six 11 cent Airmail sta.~ps & six 
2 cent stamps in same. 

A envelope from "Real Estate Diiz~tori es" addressed to: "Judd Real°t'J of 
Miami", containing real estate listings of the Miami area that are for 
sale. 

!.~ #175 Envelope containing legal seperation papers of Eugenio Rolando Martinez 
and Jean Marie Moleski DeGregorio Martinez. "Case 72-9254-J.W.Kehoe" ~ 

;; 
( papers had not been signed but was to appear before Judge J.W. Kehoe 
of Dade County,Fla., June 27, 1972) 
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Pa ge 24 

.·RoPOLJTAil POLlC:= DE:i~n: 
\'/ASHi~lGTOil, D. c.' JI 

SUPPLEMENTARY EVIDENCE REPORT 
·\;..... ·u.· . . l'. ~.r ·· 

t. OAiC: OF THIS R:'.PO~T 

TO: 6/20 72 
2. COMPLAINANi'.S NAMC: 3. t.OCATION OF OFFENSE 

Democratic Nation a l Cornmi. ttee \·l,r t ,~rcrate 2600 'la. Ave. NH 
•. OFFENSE 5. DATE OF OFFENSE 16. MC S NO . 7. C.C.R. UO. 

Burr;lary II 6/17 /72 12830 316-832 

BELOW ARE THE RESULTS OF THE EXAMINATIONS CONDUCTED BY THE IDENTiFICAT!O~ SECTION 

#262 

/ 

FROM THE TOP DRAWER OF DRESSER AT LEFT OF DOOR FROM ROOM 214 

A check in receipt for the Watergate Hotel for room 214 in name of F. 
Carter, IN 6/16, OUT 6/19, Firm Ameritas, 955 SW First, Miami, Fla. 
and. signed by Prank Carter. 

Jf.263 A cnecR in receipt for the Water ga t e Hotel for room 214 in name of J • 
._...,........-Valdez, IN 6/16, OUT 6/19, Firm Ameritas, 955 SW First, Miami , Fla. 

and signed. 

A black or dark blue small book with "Addresses Telephones" in 
yellow letter i ng on front and on the first page "Bernard L. Barker, 
5229 Wri 4th Street, Miami, Fla. 33126,. Office Barker Associated Inc. 
230l NW 7 St., Suites F & G, Miami, Fla. 33125", book contains various 
names, addresses and telephone numbers. 

! ~ Jf._26~/ A torn out pi e ce of white lined paper headed IIAddresses" with na'lle 

I 
'\I - - "Carole Frohman, 865-0255". 

,: ~,fi2~6__ A black plastic folder containing (7) seven business cards in name of 
r:S,. j , Bernard L. Barker, G.R.I, Realtor. 
~ ,! ;\. . \ ! ~'/k25r' A business card from E. Rolando Martinez, Associate of Barker Associates 

:'\ . . ,·I ,7 I R lt 
~-~~ I~ nc., . ea or •s. 

\ I ~.#268 /A Sears Easy Payment Account Card #45 42313 76571 5 in name of Mr. , ~J l ..,,,- Bernard L . . Bark e r, 5229 NW 4t h St., 1-Jiami, Fla. 33126. 

,· . ·\J / \:.·'J . ; #269./ A social s e curity card #213- 07 -0 844 in name of Bernard Leon Barker . 

. ·~~-·.l }1)210 ~--Florida Oper a tors License .#B6260 9217 0 97709A in the name of Bernard 
,. ,,

1 
~"~! '-" Leo.n Barker. 

~-, ~ ' J ~271 vf<'Sears Credi i: Card #45 91613 78290 4 in name of Mr. Bernar.d L. Barker. 

; ~i #~:v, An Amer ica n Express Credit Card, number 047 252 328 1 800AX in 6.e 
;-? .,, name of Bernard L. Barker, Bar ke r As so c iates Inc. 
r,: rn 
n: I~ \ 

!:: ·#273\....A "standard Che vron National Travel Cre dit Card, number 110 319 250 4 
"' 

~ ,,; 
;.i 
c. 
0 
C: 
Q. 

in na me of ' Berna r d L. Bar ke r. 

/ 
#274 . .,..A Texa.co Travel Credit Card, #19 414 3802 8 in the name of BL Barker. 

/ 
#275 ·~ A Shell Credii: Card, number 984 13 5 

~ t:/AL7;:1pJ~~--
s;,;,,.,ura ol ReYle.,,..Jng Official 

i 

004 in name of 

/ 1 IP t-u.;., 
~ Signatur 

B L 
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2. 5 WASHINGTON, D.C. POLICE DEPARTME'NT EVIDENCE REPORT, JUNE 20, 1972, 
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Page 25 

:rrnPOLJTA:-1 POLICE DE.oh j; le 
r/ASHINGTO!:, D. C.', . 

SUPPLEMENTARY EVIDENCE: REPORT 

1. DATE OF THIS REPORT 

6/20/72 
2. COMPLAINANT'$ NAME 3. LOCATION OF OFFEN'.iE 

W,1tcrr;c1tc/2600 Va. Ave. NW Democratic National Committee 

~ft 1=;/} 

•. OFFENSE 

Burglary II 
5. DATE OF OFF EN'.iE 6 .. M C S HO. 7. C.C.R~ NO .. 

6/17/72 12830 316-832 

BELOW ARE THE RESULTS OF THE EXAMINATIONS CONDUCTED BY THE IDENTIFICATION SECTION 

#276L./A-Phillips 66 Credit Card, number 625 704 761 0 in name of Bernard L. 
Barker. 

#~7Y A white :u-':'elop·e addressed to Lakewood Country Club, 13901 Glen Mill. 
· Rd., RocKvil.le, Md. 20850 containing a check with imprinted name E. 

J 
(\ 

1 
'j/-1ri18 . ~i,.~~9 

,, 

Howard Hunt, check No. 41.5 payable to Lakewood Country Club, dated 
June 11, 1972 for the amount of $6.36, signed by E. Howard Hunt, 
drawn on the First National Bank of Washington, account number 080 174 7 
and a statement from the Lakewood Country Club, phone 762-5430, 13901 
Glen ·Mill Road, Rockville, Md. 20850, addressed to E. Howard Hunt, 
C/0 Weybright & Tall.ey, 750 Third Ave., New York, NY 10017, account 
number 4374, statement number 287, amount enclosed $6.36, date 5/31/72. 

FROM THE TOP OF THE DRESSER, ROOM 214 

An Avis Map of Washington, DC and vicinity • 

A Hertz Map of Baltimore, Washington and surrounding area. 

FROM THE TOP OF THE COFFEE TABLE, ROOM 214 
'v·, ,\!~ 
' ' . ~!\: \_, j ~tfa 80 A pi,ece of yellow lined paper with "Carlo Neil-front Office 

,-._: •1 ~! 338-:3914-called 6/17/72-received last 6 month-unk-R". 
Manager, 

'\ ' •, 

~1-~ 
\· ·, !'\. ,1 

· 
0 I '-1 

'.· 1 &\! 
-'· i f I 

C 1.., 
'·' C:\ ;~, ·:I~ 

ii~{ 
~ r\~ 
~·] ~ 
~~ :~ . 
~ [·1 
«. i'.-.: 
fl~ ~ 
0 

ii: 

P-4175 

.. !, ' l( -..<.h( .. C, 
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assist him in his inquiry. I asked Mr. Dean if he would be reporting 
directly to the President or through Mr. Haldeman or )fr. Ehrlichman. 
He informed me that he would be reporting directly to the President. 

At this meeting with )Ir. Dean there was no discussion of whom 
we were going to interview or where our leads might take the investi
gation. We did discuss the scheduling of 'White House interviews 
through Mr. Dean and his sitting in on the interviews as counsel to 
the President. 

On Thursday, June 22, 1972, after being briefed by Mr. Charles "\V. 
Bates, Assistant Director, General Investigative Division~ regarding 
the latest developments in the Watergate case and undoubtedly as a. . 
result of information developed at that briefing, I telephoned Director 
Helms of the CIA. I told him of our thinking that we may be poking 
into a CIA operation and asked if he could confirm or deny this. He 
said he had been meeting on this every day with his men, that they 
knew the people, that they could not figure it out but that there was no 
CL.\.. involvement. 

I I met again with Mr. Dean at 6 :30 ~.m. the same day to again discuss 
the scheduling of interviews of "\Vh1te House staff personnel and to 
arrange the scheduling of these interviews directly through the Wash
ington field office rather than through FBI headquarters. At this meet
ing I also discussed with him our very early theories of the case; 
name~y, that the episode was either a CIA covert operation of some 
sort simply because some of the people involved had been CIA people 
in the past, or a CIA money chain, or a political money chain, or a 
pure political operation, or a Cuban right wing operation, or a com
bination of any of these. I also told )fr. Dean that we were not zeroing 
in on any one theory at this time, or excluding any, but that we just 
could not see any clear reason for this burglary and attempted inter
cept of communications operation. 

I believe that it was at this meeting on June 22 that I told him of 
our discovery of a bank account in the name of Bernard Barker, who 
was arrested in the Watergate burg-lary~ and the fact that a S25,000 
check associated with Kenneth Dahlberg and four checks drawn on a 
:Mexican bank payable to Manuel Ogarrio, in the total amount of 
$89,000, were deposited in the Barker account. I do not ham a clear 
memory of telling him about my telephone call earlier in the day to 
Director Helms regarding the question of CIA invoh·ement. It is 
likely 1that I would have discussed the Helms call with him in connec
tion with our discussion of the theories of the case, since Mr. Helms 
had informed me that there was no CIA involvement. 

On Friday, June 23, 1972, Mr. Bates met with me again t-0 brief me 
on recent developments. I telephoned Mr. Dean following my meeting 
with l\fr. Bates. I am quite certain that this call again inrnlved the 
Barker bank account and the Ogarrio and Dahlberg checks. Either in 
this call or in the meeting of the preceding evening Mr. Dean first 
raised with me the idea that if we persisted in our efforts to investi
gate this Mexican money chain we could uncover or become im·olved 
in CIA operations. I remember telling :;\,fr. Dean in one of these early 

U lepho~w calls or meetings that the FRI was going to pursue all leads 
ggressnely unless we were told by the CIA that there was a CIA 
1terest or involvement in this case. 
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FrnsT MEETIXGS 1Vrrn :Mn. GRAY REG.\RDIXG THE IxVESTICATIOX 

I beliern that it was on ,June 21 that I first met v,·ith Grav in his 
office in the late morning regarding the FBI's inn~stigation. ·.:\.t that 
meeting he told me he fully realized the sensitirn nature of the im·esti
gation they were pursuing and that he had placed his most trusted 
senior people in charge of the investigation. I told Gray that I had 
been asked to be kept informed about the inn:stigation. }fr. Gray 
told me that he had been dsiting a nm11lwr of rcgion.tl oilice5 and 
would be doing so in the future. Thus, if I needed any information 
I should call }Ir. Mark Felt in his absence. I might note at this point 
that indeed Gray was frequently absent froin the city during the course 
of the investigation and this irritated Ehrlichman greatly when he· 
asked me to get information from Gray and Gray was out of the city. 
On several occasions, in fact, Ehrlichman instructed me to tell Gray 
to return to the city and mind the store. I passed this message to Gray, 
but I cannot recall what prompted Ehrlichman to have me do so at 
this time. 

During my meeting with Gray on ,June 21 he also told me a man 
by the name of }fr. Bates was heading the investigation. I do not know 
Mr. Bates, and when I reported this back to Ehrlichman and he asked 
me who Bates was, I told him I did not know Bates. I can recall on 
several occasions Ehrlichman asking me if I thought that Gray knew 
what he was doing and if he had the im·estigation under control. I 
responded that he seemed to be relying on men in whom he had full 
trust. 

n To the best of my recollection, it was during this .June 21 meeting 
with Gray that he informed me that the FBI had uncm·ered a number 

f major banking transactions that had transpired in the account of 
ne of the arrested Cubans-Mr. Barker. He informed me that thev 

had traced a $25,000 check to a )fr. Kenneth Dahlberg and four checks 
totaling $89,000 to a bank in l\[exico City. 

I do not recall whether I first learned about the Dahlberg check 
from ~fr. Gray or whether I learned about it in a meeting in )Iitchell's 
office by reason of the fact that the FBI was tr:ving to contact l\fr. 
Dahlberg about the matter and Dahlberg had called )fr. Stans. At 
any rate, the fact that the FBI was im·estigatinrr these matters was 
of'utmost concern to l\Ir. Stans when he Ieained of it. Stans was con
cerned abont the Dahlherrr check. I was informe<l. heen11;;t' it was in fact 
a contribution from 1fr. Dwavne Andreas. whom I did not know. but 
I was told was a lonatime backH of Senator Hnlwrt Hnmphre~·. 
Neither Stans nor Mitchell wanted l\Ir . .Andreas to be cmbarrassed bv 
disclosure of the contribution. The concern about the }[e,ican mone~
was made a little less clear to me. I was told it w-as a contribution from 
a group of Texans who had nsed a11 intermPdimT in l\f Pxico to make 
the contribntion. Althon!!h I had not been told. I nssnmed at that time 
that thev ,,rrP concernprl lwcanse it sonnded to mp as if it mirrht haw 
been a corporate contribution and clearlv a riolation of th<> lnTI". 

l\fr. Stans also exnlainerl that h<> had cht>ckPrl with ~lonn to find ont 
how this monPY hnd endPd nn in l\[r. Ba rk-P1·'s hank account and Sloan 
report('d thnt 1w had g-iwn th<> clwcks to Lirlrh- nnd l"('fl11p;;tpfl thnt h<> 
cash them: H<> said lw had no idea hmY Liddy hnrl ca;;Jipfl tlwm. hnt 
snrmised that h<> had ohdously 11sPd Ba1·kpr to cash thPm. I ,ms also 
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told~and I do not recall specificaUv who told me this-that this money 
had absolutely nothing to do with the "\Vatergate; it was unrelated and 
it was merelv a coincidence of fact. that Liddv had used Barker to 
cash the checks and Liddy had returned the money to Sloan. I was told 
that the investigation of this matter which appeared to be connected 
with Watergate but wasn't, was unfounded ancl would merely result 
in an unnecessary embarrassment to the contributors. Accordingly, 
:MjtcheU and Stans both asked me to see if there was anything the 
White House could do to prevent this unnecessary embarrassment. I, 
in turn. related these facts to both Haldeman and Ehrlichman. On 
June 22, at the request of Ehrlichman and Haldeman I went to see 
Mr. Gray at this office in the early evenin_g to discuss the Dahlberg and 

, L:Me:Xican checks and determine how the FBI was p~e~ding with. these 
~attei:5 . .Mr. Gray told me that they were pursuing 1t by seelo.ng to 
mterv1ew the persons who had drawn the checks. · 

It was during my meeting with Mr. Gray on June 22 that we also 
talked about his theories of the case as it was beginning to unfold. I 
remember well that he drew a diagram for me showing his theories. At 
that time Mr. Gray had the following theories: It was a setup job by 
a donble agent; it was a CIA operation because of the number of 
former CIA people involved; or it was someone in the reelection com
mittee who was responsible. Grav also had som~ other theories which 
he discussed, but I do not recall them now, but I do remember that 
those I have mentioned were his primary theories. .. 

Before the meeting ended~ I recall that Gray and I again had a brief 
discussion of the problems of an investigation in the White House. 
Gray expressed his awareness of the notential nroblems of such an 
investigation and also told me that if I needed any information I 
should caU either Mark Felt or himself. Gray also informed me that 
he was going to meet with the CIA to discuss tl1eir possible involve
ment and he would let me know the outcome of that meeting. 

On June 23 I reported my conversation with Gray of the preceding 
evening to Ehrlichman and Haldeman. We discussed the Dahlberg 
and the Mexican checks and the fact that the FBI was looking for 
answers regarding these checks. I had the impression that either Ehr-

_lichman or Haldeman might have had a conversation with someone 
else about this matter but this was mere speculation on my part at that 
time. 

Within the first days of my involvement in the cm·entp, a pattern 
had developed where I was carrying messages from Mitchell. Stans, 
and Mardian to Ehrlichman and Haldeman-and ,·ice versa-about 
how each quarter was handling the coverup and rele,·ant information 
as to what was occurring. I was also reporting to them all the informa
tion I was receiving about the case from the Justice Department and 
the FBI. I checked w:th Haldeman and Ehrlichman before I did anv
thing. One of the few sets of early documents eddencing this working 
relat10nship with Haldeman and Ehrlichman relates to responding to 
Larry O'Brien's letter of June 24 to the President requesting the 
appointment of a special prosecutor. I hare submitted these documents 
to the committee .. 

[The documents referred to m·re marked exhibit So. :H-17.*] 

•See r,. 1161. 
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Mr. SLOAN. I know Texas, but whether it was just restricted to 
Texas, I am not sure. 

Senator ERVIN. You do not know from your own knowledge, of 
course, whether they came from fund raising or whether they came 
from correspondence? 

Mr. SLOAN. As I recall, all the checks were individual checks. The 
cash funds-I might explain. There was a listing in the briefcase, the 
total amount which equaled the total amount in the briefcase. Individ
ual names were associated with each of those items. 

Senator ERVIN. Were any checks brought at that time in addition 
to these four Mexican checks? 

.Mr. SLOAN. Oh; yes, sir. 
Senator ERVIN. I thought that the rest was in cash. WasI mistaken 

in that? 
:Mr. SLOAN. Yes, sir. I think a large proportion of it was in personal 

checks from contributors. 
Senator ERVIN. I would like to hand you a check that purports to 

be drawn on the First Bank and Trust Co. of Boca Raton, a cashier's 
check, to the order of Kenneth H. Dahlberg.* I hand that to you and 
ask if you can identify that? 

Mr. SLOAN. Yes, sir; that appears to be accurate. 
Senator ERVIN. When did that check reach the office of the Com

mittee To Re-Elect the President? 
Mr. SLOAN. I did not know when Secretary Stans received it. I 

believe he turned it over to me sometime in the week following April 7. 
Senator ERVIN. This check was not dated, this cashier's check was 

not dated until April 10, 1972, 3 days after the new law went into 
effect. 

Mr. SLOAN. Secretary Stans, in giving that check to me, told me it 
represented pre-April 7 funds. 

· Senator ERVIN. The committee proceeded upon the advice of Mr. 
Liddy to the effect that if somebody promised them money before 
April 7, or they had agreed to make a disbursement before April 7, 
that that did not have to be reported-is that so? 

Mr. SLOAN. I believe that is correct, Senator. 
Senator ERVIN. Now, what happened to these four :Mexican 

checks--
Mr. SLOAN. Senator, excuse me. In response to that other question, 

presumably, Mr. Liddy gave his advice to Secretary Stans. He did not 
specifically give that advice to me. It was represented that way to me 
by Secretary Stans. 

Senator ERVIN. In other words, Mr. Stans told you that Mr. 
Dahlberg's check had been received somewhere under some cir
cumstances by somebody before April 7, and, therefore, even though it 
had not reached the committee or any person authorized to receive 
funds on behalf of the committee, that it was received before April 7? 

Mr. SLOAN. My understanding was that Mr. Kenneth Dahlberg, 
who was an authorized representative of the committee, had received 
it from Mr. Dwayne Andreas. As to the exact circumstance of that ar
rangement, I do not know. 

r,. ____ Senator ERVIN. Were not the foiir Mexican checks and the Dahl-
berg check deposited in a bank in Miami, Fla.? 

• The document referred to was later marked exhibit No. 25 on p. 631. 

(98) 



2~8 HUGH SLOAN TESTIMONY, JUNE 6, 1973, 2 SSC 575-76 

576 

Mr. SLOAN. That is what I understood happened to them, Senator. 
It was certainly not under my instructions. 

Senator ERVIN. Can you explain to the committee why the checks 
were transmitted from Washington to Miami and deposited in a bank 
in Miami to the credit of Bernard L. Barker? 

Mr. SLOAN. I have no idea, Senator. 
Senator ERVIN. Would you not infer from those circumstances that 

somebody that had something to do with the checks did not want 
anybody to know about receiving the checks and wanted to hide them? 

Mr. SLOAN. Senator, my understanding when I received them was a 
judgment had been made that they were pre-April 7 contributions 

L. and, therefore, were not required to be reported. I did turn them over 
to Mr. Liddy to have them converted to cash. He handled them from 
there. Why he gave them to Mr. Barker, I have no idea. 

Senator Env-rx. Well, even though they did not ha veto be reported, 
can you inform us why, instead of being put in the safe in the com
mittee office, whv they were sent down to Florida? 

Mr. SLOAN. I ·do not know why they went to Florida, Senator. The 
reason for the conversion of those checks to cash was to attempt to 
comply with the spirit of the old law of distributing an individual's 
contribution in. $3,000 increments among pre-April 7 committees. But 
as those bank accounts had been closed out, the only way to do this 
was by converting it to cash and counting that cash as a transfer as 
cash on hand in the Media Committee To Re-Elect the President. It 
was reported in that figure. 

Senator ERVIN. I am a little mystified. How could it comply with 
the old law with reference to the receipt of $3,000 or less in cash by 
having $114,000 deposited in the bank account of Bernard L. Barker 
in Miami, Fla.? 

Mr. SLOAN. Senator, I do not know any circumstances surrounding 
the deposit of the checks in Mr. Barker's account. That was not my 
intent in turning those checks over to Mr. Liddy. 

Senator ERVIN. Who instructed you to turn them over to Mr. 
Liddy? 

Mr. SLOAN. I believe I took them to Mr. Liddy in response to the 
conversation of Secretary Stans. He asked me, do we have any prob
lem in handling these? I told him I did not know; I would check with 
counsel. His recommended way of handling this was a diversion to 
cash. He offered. at that time to.handle that transaction for me. It took 
him until mid-May to return those funds to me in cash form, minus 
roughly $2,500 expenditure. 

Senator ERVIN. I hate to make comparisons, but I would have to 
say on that, Mr. Liddy in one respect was like the Lord, he moves 
in mysterious ways his wonders to perform. [Laughter.] 

Now, as a matter of fact, do you not know that some of the funds 
that were drawn out, that represented proceeds of these checks 
which were drawn out of the Miami bank on Mr. Barker, ,vere found 
in the possession of some of the people who ,vere caught in the burglary 
at the Watergate? 

Mr. SLOAN. I have since learned that; yes, sir. 
Senator ERVIN. How long was it after the break-in before you 

learned that? 
1Ir. SLOAN. I believe not that specific reference, but the fact that 

these men had been found with $100 bills in their possession came out 
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3. At approximately 8:00 a.m. on the moming of the arrests, 

Henry Petersen, the Assistant Attorney General in charge of the 

Criminal Division of the Justice Department, telephoned Attorney 

General Richard Kleindienst at home to tell him of the arrests at 

the DNC headquarters. 
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AFTERNOON SF.ssrox, TrEsDAY, .AuGL'ST 7, 197:{ 

Senatol' ERVIN. The committee will come to order. 
Counsel will call the first witness. 
)fr. D.\SH . .:\fr. Henry E. Petersen. 
Senatol' ERnx. llr. Peter"Sen, will you stand up and raise your right 

hand'? Do you swear that the evidence you shall gi,·e to the Senate 
Select Committee on Presidential Campaign Acti dties shall be the 
truth, the whole trnth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God?. 

Mr. PETERSEN. I do, sir. · 
Senator ERnx. You might state your name and occupation and 

residPnce for the record. 

TESTIMONY OF HENRY E. PETERSEN, ASSISTANT ATTORNEY GEN
ERAL, CRIMINAL DIVISION, U.S. DEPARTMENT OF .JUSTICE 

l\fr. PETERSEN. xfy name is Henry E. Petersen. I am Assistant Attor
ney General in the Criminal Division, U.S. Department of Justice. 
I reside at 916 Ih~eview Dri ,·e, Silver Spl'ing, Md. 

Senator ERVIX. Counsel will interrogate the witness. 
Mr. DAsn. Mr. Petersen, how Jon~ have you been Assistant Attorney 

General in charge of the Criminal Division, Chief of the. Criminal 
Division? 

l\Ir. PETERSEN. ,January 1972, I believe. 
Mr. Ihsn. And prior to that appointment, Mr. Petersen, what posi

tion did you hold in the Department of ,Justice? 
Mr. PETERSEN. Immediately prior to that I was Acting Assistant 

Attorney General for the period October ·1971 to ,January 1972. Prior 
to that, l\Ir. Dash, I was Deputy Assistant Attorney General in the 
Criminal Di vision. • 

Mr. Dash. 1Vhen actually did you first join the Department of 
,Justice, Criminal Division? 

Mr. PETERSEN. I first joined the Department of ,Justice in 1947. I 
joined the Criminal Division in, I think it was.Tune 1951. 

Mr. DAsu. How and when did you first learn of the break-in of the 
Democratic National Committee headquarters at the 1Vatergate on 
,Tnne 17, 1972? 

Mr. PETERSEN. Approximately 8, 9 o'clock in the moming while I 
was at the breakfast table. I recei,·ed a call from the U.S. Attorney 
Harold Titus of the District of Columbia who ad\'ised me that firn 
people whose identities even at that point were somewhat in doubt, had 
been arrested at Democratic national headquarters in possession of · 
what was considered to be at that time explosive equipment. 

Mr. D,\SH. Did you follow up on this call'? 
l\fr. PETERSEN. At that point I called the Attorney General at his 

home and told him about it, primarily because I did not know what 
the security arrangements were at the Republic:rn Nntional Commit
tee To Re- Elect the President, whatever political office they had, and 
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if indeed persons had intentions of trying to demolish the Democ~atic 
headquaiters I thought the same might be in offing for the Uepuhhcan 
hea quarters and I tho_ught he ought to be forewarned. 

r. DASH. ·well, how soon did an investigation under the sponsor
ship of the Department of Justice begin in tlus case~ 

Mr. PETERSEN. Investio-ation was underway at that time.. l\lr. Titus' 
staff had already been alerted and he had assistants working on the 
matter at that J?Oint wi~h tl_ie M~tropolitan Police Department and the 
.FBI who were 111st commg 1:h.to 1t. 

Mr. DASH. Now, what role as Chief of the Criminal.Division did you 
play with regard to the U.S. Attorney's Office investigation f 

Mr. PETERSEN. A general supervisory role, Mr. Dash. One of the 
-early questions I had to decide was the degree of supervision that 
should be involved and since we knew at the close of Saturday, June 
17, that what we had thought to be explosive devices were electronic 
listening devices, and that an individual named E. Howard Hunt was 
possibly implicated as a result of the fact that some of his checks or 
some information relating to him had been found at the scene, that 
there were immense political repercussions possible. And I d~cided at 
a very early stage that that investigation ought to be as isolated from 
the political element as it could possibly be. And I suggested that Mr. 
Titus appoint as principal assistant, Earl Silbert, to conduct the in
vestigation in his office and report to l\fr. Titus and to myself on a. 
daily basis, oral reports on a daily basis. 

Mr. DASH. What was your relationship with the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation during the investigation? Did you get any kind of re
porting from the FBI? · 

l\fr. PETERSEN. Well, the FBI, of course, reported-their reports to 
the prosecutors, Mr. Silbert and company, were more immediate than 
their reports to me. Their reports to me had to wait the normal process 
of bureaucracy, the preparation of the reports and the submission 
through normal channels, whereas the prosecutor on the scene was 
getting the witness statements almost immediately but the reports 
v.'ere coming over to me rather slowly at first, very slowly. As a matter 
of fact, when the publicity developed, with the cooperation of Inspector 
Baldwin I did not have statements in my office. I had to call the Bureau 
and ask them to send it over. They sent a whole package of reports at 
that time. · 

Mr. DAsH. Was this slow reporting to you or did the prosecutors, 
the U.S . .Attorney's Office. have that report? 

l\fr. PETERSEN: ·well, they had the· 302, ves. It was just--
Mr. DASH .• Just how it came up to your office as Chief of the Crimi

nal Division. 
Mr. PETERSEN. That is correct. I was hearing about it from llr. 

Silbert. 
l\fr. D.,sn. Now. shortly llfter the break-in. do von recall receh-inJ? 

a telephone call from Mr. Kleindienst who was at the Burning Tree 
Conntrv Club? 

M:r. PETF.RSEX. Mr. Kleindienst and I communicated three times on 
Saturday .• Tune 17. The first call I placed approximateh at 8 o'clock 
in the morning. The second call I was about to nlace '""llen-indeed. 
if I had not. heard his testimonv or had discnssed it -with him. I would 
have said I placed the second call but he tells me he did. but in any 
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Mr. KLEINDIENST. Mr. Chairman, my name is Richard G. Klein
dienst. My address is 8464 Portland Place, McLean, Va. 

I do not have a prepared statement, Mr. Chairman. I am here vol
untarily to provide to you, the members of the committee, and the 
counsel, whatever information that I have and \vhich you deem to be 
relevant to your investigation. 

Mr. DASH. Mr. Chairman, Mr. David Dorsen, assistant chief counsel, 
will open the questions. 

Mr. DoRSEN. Mr. Kleindienst, am I correct that you are presently 
engaged in the private practice of law 1 

Mr. KLEINDIENST. Yes, sir. After I left the Department of Justice 
I opened up an office in Washington, D.C., and I am a private prac
titioner by myself. 

Mr. DoRSEN. And you resigned as Attorney General as of April 30, 
19731 

Mr. KLEINDIENST. I believe that it was April 30; yes, sir. Effective 
upon the qualification and appointment of my successor. 

Mr. DoRSEN. Could you please summarize for us briefly your back
ground, especially with respect to your positions with the U.S. 
Government 1 

Mr. KLEINDIENST. I have only had two positions with the U.S. Go,·
ernment. That was the position of Deputy Attorney General of the 
United States, a position that I believe that I was-commenced around 
Febntary 1969, and the other position that I have had with the U.S. 
Government is the Attorney General of the United States, a position 
that I commenced on or about June 8, 1972. 

Mr. DoRSEN. When for the first time did you learn that there was 
electronic surveillance of the Democratic National Committee head
quarters at the vVatergate ~ 

Mr. KLEINDIENST. I learned it for the first time after .Tune 17 when 
the individuals who were at the headquarters were arrested. I don't 
know whether I learned of the electronic surveillance on Saturday, 
June 17, or sometime in the early part of the ne~i; week. 

Mr. DonsEN. But on June 17 you were notified of the fact that there 
had been a break-in i 

Mr. KLEINDIENST. At approximately 8 o'clock in the morning, as 
Assistant .Attorney General Henry Petersen of the Criminal Division 
of the Department of Justice called me at my home and indicated to 
me that there had been a break-in at the Democratic national head
quarters at the ·watergate Hotel. All tl,e information that he had at 
that time was that there was a break-in and I believe he said to me it 
looks like it might have been a bombing case. · 

The next knowledge of any kind that I had with respect to it came, 
oh, approximately 3% hours after that when I met with Mr. Gordon 
Liddy and Mr. Powell Moore in a section of lockers at the Burning 
Tree Club, which is a golf club in ,v ashington, D.C. 

Mr. DoRSEN. How did that come about, Mr. Kleindienst? 
Mr. KLEIXDIENST. The reason I was at the Burning Tree Club, they 

had their annual member-guest golf tournament in which I was a 
participant. I think I was scheduled to tee off for the Saturday rmmd 
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4. On the morning of June 17, 1972 Gordon Liddy telephoned Jeb 

Magruder, Chief of Staff to John Mitchell at CRP, at the Beverly Hills 

Hotel in California. Magruder returned Liddy's call from a pay tele

phone. Liddy advised Magruder of the arrests at the DNC headquarters. 

Shortly thereafter, Magruder met with John Mitchell, the Campaign 

Director of CRP, and Fred LaRue, Mitchell's Special Assistant at CRP, 

at the hotel. There was discussion regarding somebody's contacting 

Attorney General Richard Kleindienst concerning the arrests at 

the DNC headquarters. Later that day, Liddy and Powell Moore, an 

official at CRP, met with Attorney General Kleindienst at the Burning 

Tree Club near Washington, D. C. Liddy told Kleindienst that Mitchell had 

asked him to give Kleindienst a report on the break-in at . the DNC head

quarters and that some of the persons arrested might be employed by 

either the White House or CRP. Kleindienst called Henry Petersen 

and instructed him not to give special treatment to those arrested at 

the Watergate. Kleindienst told Liddy to leave the premises. 
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as I recall I only had one copy of these documents. As I recall, he 
did come over and look over the documents and indicat~ to me the 
lack of substance to the documents. 

Mr. DASH. Now, in fact, Mr. :Magruder, Mr. Liddy, l\Ir. Hunt, and 
others did go into another break-in of the Democratic National Com
mittee headquarters in the early morning hours ·of June 17, 1972. 
\Vhere were you when this occurred 1 

Mr. MAGRUDER. I was in Los .Angeles, Calif. 
Mr. DAsH. \Vere you aware that this break-in was to take place? 
:Mr. l\IAGRUDER. No. 
Mr. DASH. ·with whom were you in California? 
Mr. l\IAGRUDER. I was with Mr. Mitchell, Mr. LaRue, l\fr. Porter, 

)fr. l\Iardian; and we had a number of political activities in California 
that 'Weekend. 

I: l\Ir. DASH. \Vhat took place in Los Angeles when you first learned 
about the break-in~ 

Mr. l\faGRUDER. Well, I was at breakfast at the Beverly Hills Hotel. 
There were a number of us, probably 8 or 10 of us at breakfast; I 
received a call from Mr. Liddy and he indicated to me I should get to 
a secure phone, and I indicated to him there was no way I can get to a 
secure phone at this time. He indicated there had been a problem the 
night before. I said well, what kind of a problem or something of that 
type, and he indicated that our security chief had been arrested at the 
Watergate, and I said you mean Mr. McCord, and he said yes. I think 
I blanched to say the least, and said, "I will call you back immediately 
on a pay phone to get more detail," and I did that. I went to a pay 
phone and called him back, and he gave me more detail which was 
simply that the five people had been apprehended at the Watergate, 
and that Mr. McCord was among the five. 

Mr. DASH. Now, did you report that back to anybody'? 
Mr. MAGRUDER. Yes, I first talked with Mr. LaRue and indicated the 

problem, and Mr. La.Rue then talked to Mr. Mitchell, and then l\Ir. 
Mitchell and l\f r. LaRue and I discussed it again together. "\Ve knew 
that l\fr. Mardian who was there was a closer friend of :Mr. Licldv's 
than any of us, and l\fr. Mitchell asked Mr. Mardian to call l\Ir. Lidcty 
and ask him to see the Attornev General, the current Attorney General, 
Mr. Kleindienst, and see if there was any possibility that Mi·. McCord 
could be released from jail. 

Mr. DASH. Do you know what happened as a result of that call? 
Mr. MAGRUDER. My understanding is that thev went out to the Burn

ing Tree Country Ch1b, where )Ir. Kleindienst was playing golf~ and 
Mr. Kleindienst rebuffed Mr. Liddy and .Mr. Powell .Moore, who was 

·t . 
Mr. DASH. Mr. McCord was not released? 
Mr. MAGRUDER. N" o, he ,vas not. 
Mr. DAsn. Did vou call Mr. Reisner or Mr. Odle from California'? 
Mr. ~L.\.GifCJDEn. Yes, later that day. '\Ve had ntmwrous co1l\'ersations 

that dav. "\Ve were trying to come up with astatenwnt that l\Ir. )Iitchell 
could make if he was asked in a press confHence, nnd Jnter release that 
statement. I discussed with )Ir. Ikisner the m•wl to take certain filps 
from mv office. \Ve WPre concerned about the break-in from onr own 
stand po.int because of )Ir. )fcC'orcl. '\Ve could not understand why 
Mr. McCord was inrnh·ed in the situation, and W(' thought that maybe, 
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J\iir .. LARUE. Yes, sir, I raised the question and speculated with Mr. 
Magruder on several occasions as to how this came about. 

Mr. DASH. 1Vell, then, it is not true that you did not talk to him 
until March or April but that you discussed this actually during the 
months of June, July, or August 1972? 

Mr. LARUE. After the break-in, ye.s, sir. . . . 
Mr. DASH. And what did Mr. Magruder say to you when you dis

cussed this with him about his role or his participation in the break-in? 
Mr. LARUE. Mr. Magruder's conversations with me were reflected, 

in his testimony up here. He told me virtually-told me the same thing 
that he testified to before this committee as to his role in the break-in. 

Mr. DASH. In other words, he made a complete confession to you? 
Mr. LARUE. Yes, sir. 
Mr. DASH. Do you know when was the first time he did that? Ap

proximately? I do not want to push you to a date. 
Mr. LARUE. I have no specific recollection of dates, Mr. Dash, but I 

would say in the period of a week or 10 days after the break-in. 
Mr. DASH. And did he not, Mr. LaRue, tell vou about a phone call 

that he received from Mr. Colson concerning the so-called Liddy plan? 
Mr. LARUE. Yes, sir. 
Mr. DASH. Could you tell us what he told you about that phone call? 
Mr. LARUE. As I recall, Mr. Dash, this conversation occurred as a 

result of speculation that Magruder and I were having on who may be 
involved or who may have had knowledge of the ·waterg-ate break-in. 
He told me that he had had a call from Mr. Colson, I think sometime 
in the period of March or April, in which Mr. Colson had asked Mr. 
Magruder why they could not get an approval on the Liddy budget. 

Mr. DASH. Did he tell you then or remind you that he understood 
that you were present at his side, in the room, when he received the 
phone call from Mr. Colson? 

Mr. LARUE. I do not recall any such discussion, no, sir. 
Mr. DASH. You lmow of his testimony before this committee, in 

which he has testified that you ,vere in the room? 
Mr. LARUE. Yes, sir, I am aware of that. ·My recollection is as I have 

just stated. 
Mr. DASH. Now, when you state that l\Ir. Magruder told you everv

thing, it was about a week or so after the break-in .. ,vas anybody else 
present when he said that to you or told vou about this? 

Mr. LARUE. Not that I recall. As I recall, it had been a discussion 
between just Mr. Mag-ruder and I. 

Mr. DASH. Now, Mr. LaRue, when and where did you actually first 
hear about the June 17 break-in matter? 

Mr. LARUE. At the Beverly Hills Hotel in Los Angeles, Calif. 
Mr. DASH. vVere you with anybody else at that time? 
Mr. LARUE. Yes, sir, we were on a trip. Present were Mr. Mitchell, 

Mr. Magruder, Mr. l\Iardian, Mr. P01ter, I think Mr. Caldera from 
the committee. I mean these were the people who were present from the 
reelection committee. 

:Mr. DASH. Now, can you it.ell the committee as clearly as you oon 
recall, how that news came to you, who first learned about it and how 
you learned about it, and what was clone? 

Mr. LARUE. As I recall, l\fr. Dash, we were having- bre,akfast on-I 
think Saturday morning-I guess that would be .Tune 17. l\fr. Ma
gruder was paged, ,vent to the telephone. He came back to the table 
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and said that he had had a rather unusual, strange call from Gordon 
Liddy, who wanted him t.o goto some, as I recall, some NASA instal
lation or NASA base in Los Angeles, where there was a secure phone, 
and to use this phone to call back to l\Ir. Liddy in Washington. 

l\Ir. DASH. Did Mr. Magruder say anything about what the prob
lem was? Do you recall the words as nearly as possible? 

l\Ir. LARm:. Well, he indicated that l\Ir. Liddy-he said :Mr. Liddy 
indicated that there was a problem he wanted to discuss and Mr. 
Magruder, in an aside to me, said thast, you know, I think maybe last 
niglit was the night they were going into the Democratic National 
Committee. 

Mr. DASH. Did that mean anything to you when he said that i 
Mr. LARUE. ·wen, specifically, no, but it, in view of the fact that 

I was a wiare of this plan that had been discussed in Key Biscayne, it · 
certainly aroused ,a great curiosity or interest on my part, yes, sir. 

Mr. DASH. Now, what followed? Mr. Magruder then went ahead 
and spoke to Mr. Liddy? 

Mr. LARUE. I think I told Mr. Magruder that, why didn't he just 
go and use :a pay phone, that that would probably be secure enough for 
the purposes. 

Mr. DASH. "What did he do? 
Mr. LARUE. He oalled Mr. Liddy back ,and then came back and told 

me that Liddy had told him that there had been a break-in at the 
Democrotic National Committee; I think five people had been caught 
inside, and that one of the people was Mr. McCord, who was our 
security man at the reelection committee. 

Mr. ·DASH. Now, was that information relayed to Mr. Mitchell 1 
Mr. LARUE. Yes; I personally relayed that'to :.Mr. :Mitchell. 
Mr. DASH. ·what was Mr. l\Iitchell's reaotion 1 
Mr. LARUE. I had gotten Mr. :Mitchell out of another meeting. We 

went into ,an adjoining room. I relayed this information to Mr. 
Mitchell. He was very surprised. I think as I recall, he made the state
ment, "That is incredible." 

Mr. DASH. Now, did Mr. Mitchell give any instructions to anybody 
after getting that information 1 

l\Ir. LARUE. Not at that time. As I recall, Mr. Mitchell went back 
into his meeting. Then later on, I think l\Ir. :Magruder and I and l\Ir. 
Mitchell met and, yes, Mr. Mitchell asked that someone call Mr. Liddy 
and have him contact Mr. Kleindienst, the Attorney General, and 
have Mr. Kleindienst get in touch with Chief Wilson and · see what 
detail we could find out about this situation. 

·· r. ASH. Now, was . anything else done to your knowledge, while 
you were out in California, concerning the break-in? -

Mr. LARUE. ,v ell, yes, there was a-Mr. Mitchell issued a press 
statement on the instant-I think that was Saturday afternoon. 

Mr. D,\SH. Anvthing else? 
Mr. LARUE. ,vell, there were several telephone calls made back and 

forth from ·washington to-I mean, fr.om Los Angeles to ·washington, 
to our press office here. 

J\fr. DAsH. I take it there was quite a commotion. 
Mr. LARUE. Yes. sir. 
Mr. D,\SH. Now,· you returned. When did you return to Washington 

from California? 
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Mr. LARUE. Well, Senator, we were at breakfast. I am sure several 
people were present at breakfast, but he made the statement to me in 
an aside, where no one else heard it. 

Senator BAKER. Did you convey that information to anyone else~ 
Mr. LARUE. No, sir; I didn't. 
Senator BAKER. Did Mr. Magruder make the same or a similar state

ment to anyone else at that time 1 
Mr. LARUE.Not that I know of, Senator. 
Senator BAKER; Did you gain the impression, Mr. LaRue, that others 

present in California on that occasion also knew that that was the night 
that they were going to break into the DNC ~ . 

Mr. LARm:. No, sir; I did not. 
Senator BAKER. Were you present when Mr. Mitchell received that 

information, that in fact there had been an entry into the DNC1 
Mr. LA.RUE. Yes, sir; I gave him the information. 
Senator BAKER. What was his reaction 1 
Mr. LARUE. His reaction was one of surprise. 
Senator BAKER. Can you characterize that a little further~ 
Mr. LARUE. I testified, I think, to that point yesterday, Senator. 

Mr. Mitchell did indicate surprise, I think made the statement: "That 
is incredible." r Senator BAKER. Mr. LaRue, on another point, you indicated that 
someone said to ,cohtact Kleindienst, meaning former Attorney ~n
eral Kleindienst, I understand, and to ask him to contact Chief Wilson, 
the Chief of Police for the District of Columbia, about the release of 
certain people arrested on the morning of June 17. 

Mr. LARUE. No, sir; I did not testify to that, Senator. I said that in 
mv recollection of that incident. that Mr. Mitchell asked that a phone 
call be made to Gordon Liddy and that Mr. Liddy contact Mr. Klein
dienst and Mr. Kleindienst contact Chief 1Vilson to see what details he 
could get on the break-in. 

Senator BAKER. OK. 
So, the suggestion w~s from Mitchell to call Liddy, or someone to 

call Liddy. 
Who was to call Liddy~ 
Mr. LARUE. Senator, I don't recall who made the telephone call. 

I did not. 
Senator BAKER. All right. 
For someone to call Liddy or Liddy to call Kleindienst or Klein-

dienst to call Wilson to find out what went on. 
Mr. LARUE. That is correct. 
'Senator BAKER. Why Liddy~ 
Mr. L.<\RUE. I can't answer that question, Senator. Mr. Liddy was at 

L. that time a person in Washington with whom the conversations were 
being had. . 

Senator BAKER. Was the call in faet made or do you know, Mr. 
LaRue1· 

Mr. LARUE. Yes, the call was ma.de. 
Senator BAKER. But you don't recall who made it? 
Mr. LARUE. No, I do not recall who made it. 
Senator B.<\KF.R. Was this a report back on the results of that tele

phone call to Mr. Liddy~ 
Mr. LARUE. Not that I recall. 
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. Mr. KLEINDIENST. Mr. Chairman, my name is Richard G. Klein
dienst. My address is 8464 Portland Place, McLean, Ya. 

I do not have a prepared statement, l\Ir. Chairman. I am here vol
untarily to provide to ·you, the members of the committee, and the 
counsel, whatever information that I have and which you deem to be 
relevant to your investigation. · 

Mr. DASH. Mr. Chairman, Mr. David Dorsen, assistant chief counsel, 
will open the questions. . 

Mr. DoRSEN. Mr. Kleindienst, am I correct that you are presently 
engaged in the private practice of law? 

Mr. KLEINDIENST. Yes, sir. After I left the Department of Justice 
I opened up an office in Washington, D.C., and I am a private prac
titioner by myself. 

Mr. DoRSEN. And you resigned as Attorney General as of April 30, 
1973? 

Mr. KLEINDIENST. I believe that it was April 30; yes, sir. Effective 
upon the qualification and appointment of my successor. 

Mr. DoRSEN. Could you please summarize for us briefly your back
ground, especially with respect to your positions with the U.S. 
Government? 

Mr. KLEINDIENST. I have only had two positions with the U.S. Gov
ernment. That was the position of Deputy Attorney General of the 
United States, a position that I believe that I was-commenced around 
February 1969, and the other position that I ha,·e had with the U.S. 
Government is the Attorney General of the United States, a position 
that I commenced on or about June 8, 1972. 

Mr. DoRSEN. ·when for the first time did you learn that there was 
electronic surveillance of the Democratic National Committee head
quarters at the ,v atergate ~ 

Mr. KLEINDIENST. I learned it for the first time after June 17 when 
the individuals who were at the headquarters were arrested. I don~t 
know whether I learned of the electronic surveillance on Saturday, 
June 17, or sometime in the early part of the next week. 

Mr. DoRSEN. But on June 17 you were notified of the fact that there 
had been a break-in~ 

Mr. KLEINDIENST. At approximately 8 o'clock in the morning, as 
Assistant .Attorney General Henry Petersen of the Criminal Dinsion 
of the Department of Justice called me at my home and indicated to 
me that there had been a break-in at the Democratic national head
quarters at the ,vatergate Hotel. All tl,e information that he had at 
that time was that there was a break-in and I believe he said to me it 
looks like it might have been a bombing case. 

--- The next knowledge of any kind that I had with respect to it came, 
oh, approximately 31h hours after that when I met with Mr. Gordon 
Liddy and Mr. Powell Moore in a section of lockers at the Burning 
Tree Club, which is a golf club in 1Vashin:,.>1:on, D.C. 

l\Ir. DoRSEN. How did that come about, Mr. Kleindienst~ 
Mr. Ku,IXDIEXST. The reason I was at the Burning Tree Club, they 

had their annual member-guest golf tournament in which I was a 
participant. I think I was scheduled to tee off for the Saturday round 
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in the afternoon. I was having lunch in the main dining room area of 
the Burning Tree Club. I looked up and )fr. Gordon Liddy, who I 
recognized, came in with Mr. Powell Moore and I likewise recognized 
him. 

Mr. DonsEN. Who is Mr. J>owell Moore~ 
Mr. KLEINDIENST. Mr. Powell l\Ioore was the Deputy Public Infor

mation Officer of the Department of Justice when I was there as the 
Deputy Attorney General. When :Mr. l\Iitehell resigned as Attorney 
General and went over to the Committee for the Re-Election of the 
President, )fr. Powell )foore went with him to the campaign com
mittee. I do not lrnow what his title was .at the campaign committee 
but I knew Powell Moore quite well as a result of our association to
gether at the Department of Justice. 

Mr. DoRSEN. I believe you indicated you recognized Gordon Liddy. 
·what were the circumstances under which you first met or got to know 
Mr.Liddy~ 

l\Ir. KLEINDIEXST. The only association I ever had with Mr. Liddy, 
except for this particular meeting on Saturday, .June 17, was in the 
year 1969 when I headed, on behalf of the executive branch, a task 
force that was looking into and devising a program of action with 
respect to the marihuana traffic from the country of Mexico into the 
United States. I beliern that )fr. Liddy at that time was an officer or 
employed by the Treasury Department and he was one of the repre
sentatives from the Treasury Department in that task force. There 
were representatives from six or seven Departments of the Govern
ment. That would have been in the late spring of 1969 and the summer 
of 1969. To the best of my recollection I ne\·er saw Gordon Liddy after 
that time in the intervening years until that Saturday morning on 
June 17·and I have not seen him since. 

Mr. DonsEN. "What was the nature of the experience that the Justice 
Department had with Mr. Liddy in connection with his role in Opera
tion Intercept 1 

Mr. KLEINDIENST. I had no experience with him because he was 
under the jurisdiction of the Secretar y of the Treasurv. He had one 
assignment , as I recall, with respect to ·going from town· to town along 
the United States -Mexican border to inform the business community 
we were quite concerned about so-called Operation Intercept. M;y-recol
lection, which is not very precise, is that the manner in which 'Mr. 
Liddy was giving information with respect to our program was un
satisfactory and I beliern that based upon information that I got, I 
recommended to the Secretary of the Treasury or Mr. Rossides, who 
was, I think, his immediate superior, that Mr. Liddy be called back 
from that assignment and not to continue any further with it . . 

Mr. DoRSEN. Do you have any other recollection about any possible 
problems with Mr. Liddy or why his performance was considered 
unsatisfactory? . 

Mr. KLF.IXDIF.XST. No. sir. 
Mr. DoRSEN. Directing your attention to the locker room of the 

Bu ming Tree Country Club, what happened when you saw )Ir. Moore 
and Mr. Liddy there? 

Mr. Ku: INDIEXST. The first thing- thnt I remember with some pre
ciseness is the fact that :Mr. Liddy. when he came into the entranceway 
of the dining area and saw me, in a rather furtin>, manner made a 
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motion to me like this, indicating come here. I got up out of my chair 
and went over there. He was very agitated and seemed to be quite 
upset. He said that I have to talk to you in prirnte. "\Yhere I was stand
ing was not a very private place; there must ham been 60 or 70 men 
who were eating or standing around. Right to the. left of where he was 
there was a little locker room complex at the club. I looked in there 
and no one was in ther;e so I said, "Gentlemen, come in here, I think 
this would be a private place to talk." "\Ve went in there. l\Ir. Liddy 
said that I have been asked to come out and give you a report with 
respect to the "\Vatergate break-in last night or the break-in at the 
Democratic National Committee, I do not know which he said. He 
said to me that he believed that some of the persons who were arrested 
might be employed by either the White House or the Committee for 
the Re-Election of the President. 

My reaction to that statement was instantaneous and rather abrupt. 
I think he also said, although I do not ha,·e too precise a recollection 
of it, that Mr. Mitchell had asked him to come out and talk to me. 
That was incredible to me. The relationship I had with )Ir. Mitchell 
was such that I do not believe that he would have sent a person like 
Gordon Liddy to come out and talk to me about anything; he knew 
where he could find me 24 hours a day. In any event, as a result of 
my surprise, my incredulity, and, I think, my instant realization of 
the implications of what he had just said prompted me to pick up the 
telephone and locate Mr. Henry Petersen. That I was able to do very 
quickly. All I had to do was to call the Justice Department switch
board and ham her call him at home and put him on the phone. Since 
Mr. Petersen had called me at 8 o'clock I did not ham to explain much 
to Henry. I told him, and I have always been under the impression I 
said to Mr. Petersen, that Mr. Gordon Liddy of the campaign com
mittee is here. Mr. Petersen, based upon a conversation I have had 
with him, does not remember my mentioning )Ir. Liddy~s name, but 
in any event, I was intent upon giving him a very specific direct 
instruction right then that with respect to those who were arrested at 
the ·watergate they should be given no treatment different than any
body who might have been arrested in circumstances of that kind. I 
was quite upset. To the best of my recollection, the next thing I did 
was to turn to Mr. Liddy and tell him to leave the premises because I 

._ _ _..now immediately thereafter l\f r. l\Ioore and l\Ir. Liddy left. 
l\fr. DonsEN. Mr. Kleindienst, aside from the conversation you had 

with Mr. Petersen which you have just described, to whom else did you 
recount the incident at Burning Tree? 

Mr. KLEINDIENST. I might have told Mr. Dean, I do not recollect 
doing so. I have no recollection of recounting this incident to anyone 
else until I was interrogated by personnel from the Select Committee 
and also personnel from the Special Prosecutor Cox staff. 

l\fr. DoRSEN. You are a ware, are you not, that. Mr. Dean has testified 
with respect to reported conversations you had with him 1 

Mr. Kr.EINDIENST. Right. 
Mr. DoRSEN. On the subject? 
l\fr. KLEINDIENST. I have no recollection of mentionin~ it to him. If 

he recollects it inasmuch as the events occurred, then I think on that 
instance I would have to credit Mr. Dean's testimony. 

Mr. DoRSEN. Did you participate in a conversation with l\fr. Henry 
Petersen and Mr. Dean concerning the possibility of going to the 
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Mr. M1TCI-1:ELL [continuing]. Senator , that if you wo~ld have, I know 
you are reading from one of these minicharts hut some of the things 
they do not have up there is that there is an 8 :15 a.m. morning meet
ing in the White House. 

Senator TALMADGE. You should have ample opportunity to state 
whatever you want to, Mr. Mitchell, :if that. chart is different from 
your views do not hesitate to say so, we want the facts, only the facts. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I cannot see it from here and it does not make any 
difference anyway, because I have got n. directory here but what I 
would point out is that during this period which I have-which I have 
testified to earlier today, until I left the committee as the campaign 
director, there was a meeting at 8 :15 a.m. in the "\Vnite House every 
morning. This was the regular staff meeting that involYed legislative 

. liaison. Dr. Kissinger, General Haig, et ce;tera. So, when I say when 
you ask me when did I first talk to these people about the ,vatergate, 
of course, it was a continuing subject matter basically in the concept of 
the political problems that presented because by the, I guess the, 20th 
or certainly the 21st, the Democrats had threatened their lawsuit, they 
filed it, I think, on the 22d and we had had a verbal press battle over 
the circumstances from then on constantly day in and day out about 
the matter. 

Senator TALMADGE. Did you talk to Mr. Colson about the same time~ 
Mr. MITCHELL. I am sure that I would because ·he would have at-

. tended those meetings. n Senator TALMADGE. Did you direct Robert Mardian to telephone 
iddy on June 17 and ask him to try to persuade Mr. Kleindienst, then 

he Acting Attorney General, to arrange for Mr. McCord to be re-
. leased from bail as Mr. Magruder has testified? 

Mr. MITCHELL. No, sir, I am sure, I assure you, that would not be the 
case. There was some conversation that somebody might call up the 
Acting Attorney General to find out what the hell happened but I 
noticed in Mr. Magruder's testimony he said that I selected Mardian 
because Mardian was a great friend of Liddy's and if there is any
body who were on the opposite ends of the stick it would have been 
Mardian and Liddy. 

Senator TALMADGE. Would you say then that Mr. Magmder com
mitted perjury before this committee? 

Mr. MITCHELL. I cannot characterize anything as perjury, Senator. 

U hat do~s n?t happen to be a fact, what you have just said, and I haye 
st denied 1t and I am sure the other people who n-ere present will 
so deny it. 
Senator TAL:\IADGE. You are a good lawyer, Mr. Mitchell, testifying 

under oath to a lie is commonly referred to as perjury, is it not? 
Mr. MITCHELL. Well, yes; but you also have to han~ intents, I think. 

along with it under certain circumstances and I am sure that some of 
these conversations have got garbled and mixed up in the intervening 
year and a half or so. I would not want to characterize anvbodv-
• Senator T AL3C\DGE. ,Vhat you are saying is intentions· might be 
good but his facts are wrong, is that correct? 

Mr. MITCHELL. Could very well be tlrn.f the recollection was not quite 
accurate. There are many of other circumstances some of which I have 
testified to and some of which I presume I will in connection with my 
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!'Ir. HA:lIILTOX. Well, what is your best recollection as to whether 
Mr. l\fitchell was in the room when that was discussed? 

Mr. MARDL'\.N. That is my best recollection. I am trying to be fair, 
however. 1Vhen you ask about meetings and I have heard all types of 
meetings took place in l\fr. :Mitchell's office and other places. ·with re
spect to Mr. Mitchell's office, any time anybody wa1ked in the room, as 
I understand it, his secretary would log it and that was a meeting. 
Sometimes, you would walk in to see that somebody else was there and 
you would walk out and you attended a meeting. I hate to characterize 
a formal meeting where he sat down and admitted that he had approved · 
a black advance budget. That is my best recollection that he was pres
ent and that I discussed it. 

Senator ERVIN. If counsel would excuse me for interjecting this 
. remark at this time, I don't know any way that any human being can 

taify as to a past event except by giving his best recollection. 
1\-Ir. lllRDIAN. Thank you. 
Mr. HAMILTON. Mr. Mardian, while in California, did you receive 

an assignment from Mr. :Mitchell regarding the ·w atergate matted 
Mr. M.ARoIA...-...r. Could you be more specific 1 
Mr. Rum.TON. All right. 
Did l\fr. Mitchell assign you to deal with the legal matters that 

might arise in connection with the break-in? 
Mr. MARDIAN. Yes. 
Mr. HAMILTON. Mr. 1\fardian, while in Califomia, did you make 
veral telephone calls to Mr. Liddy? ' 
Mr. liARDL\N. I be1ieve that my records show that-which I have 

turned over to the committee and these are records of calls that I turned 
in to the Committee To Re-Elect the President-that I talked to )Ir. 
Liddy on three occasions-two occasions-three occasions. The records 
show three and there were three, but one of the ones that the record 
shows was not a call to Mr. Liddy, as I recall. 

]\fr. lli:\IILTOX. Do you remember when these calls took place-on 
Saturday or Sunday~ 

l\fr. M:ARDIA:N. The first time I talked to Mr. Liddy, I believe, was 
on Saturday and that was not a call from me to him. but a call from 
him to me, as I recall. It is possible I may have returned the call, but
that is my best recollection. 

Mr. HAMILTON. Did you also talk to :Mr. Liddy on Sunday1 
Mr. :MARDIAN; I talked to l\fr. Liddv on Sundav twice, as I recall. 
Mr. H..4.MILTO:N". Now, can you give us the best recollection you have 

of the substance of these three telephone calls? 
·)Ir. )faRmA:-.. The first telephone call was a-as I recall-was an 

urgent demand on the part of )fr. Liddy that I return to Washington. 
I had indicated in that call, as I understand it. that :Mr. :Magruder 
was going to return, that he did not want l\Ir. )fogruder to return, he 
wanted me to return. He was verv reluctant to--not onlv reluctant. he 
refused to use the telephone to dlscuss anything about "\Vatergate. He 
did, however, make some derogatory remarks about )Ir. :Magn1der. 
That is all I recall about the first tel .. phone call. 

l\Ir. H .nrn:ro:x. \Vould vou go on to tlw secon<l. and the third. please? 
Mr. l\bRDL\X. I had told iir. Liddy about the plnns that I heard, 

that l\Ir. l\faoTuder was J!Oinr: to return. I would communicate with 
)fr. ~Iitchell,';nd I will let hin1 know. 
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1fr. HAMILTON. And the final telephone call? 
Mr. MARDIAN. ,Yell, that was the first telephone call. . 

· The second telephone call, •as I recall was when I called to tell him 
that I was not going to return and that ~Ir. Magruder had left-had 
returned. 

l\Ir. H.unLTON. And what was the firnil telephone call? 
:Mr. ~faRDIAN. The final telephone call was with respect to a call 

I O'Ot from Powell Moore. Powell l\Ioore called me on Slmday. I pre
n~uslv testified that these conversations, I testified originally that 
they were Sunday. I was told that they were on Saturday. I wasn't 
sure. I have now, checking the records of the calls, that these calls 
took place on Sundav. 

Powell Moore cailed me to tell me of an occur~nce the previous 
day. He said that he wanted me to know, for Mr . ::M:itchell to know, 
that )fr. Liddy had told him in his presence that he had received a 
call from :Mr. nclitchell, that :Mr. Mitchell had instructed him to go 
see )Ir. Kleindienst and to have l\Ir. Kleindienst get the Watergate 
burglars released from jail. He told me that he did not believe that 
these instructions came from Mr. :Mitchell. 

He told Mr. Liddy that he should not contact Mr. Kleindienst; that 
when he realized that he was, in fact, going to contact )Ir. Kleindienst, 
he went with him; that Mr. Liddy made contact with )fr. Kleindienst 
at the Burning Tree Country Club and that in order to advise :\Ir. 
Kleindienst that he was not to pay any attention to Mr. Liddy, he 
said he stood behind Mr. Liddy so that Mr. Liddy could not see him, 
but that Mr. Kleindienst could, and shook his head as violently as 
he could so that Mr. Kleindienst would ]mow that what he was telling 
him was an untruth. 

He told me that l\Ir. Kleindienst, in effect, had told l\Ir. Liddy to go 
to hell, and as I understood it, went on playing golf. 

I then oalled Mr. Kleindienst. I think I told Mr. :Mitchell about it. 
Mr. l\fitchell w:as amazed. I believe I told-I then c-alle<l )fr. Klein
dienst to tell him that l\fr. Mitchell had given no such instmctions 
and Mr. Kleindienst told me, I believe,. that he was satisfied that he 
had not given any instructions and in effect, said, keep that-he used 
an adjective-away from me. 

I then called l\Ir. Liddy and reprimanded him: told him that Mr. 
:Mitchell had given no instructions and that he had done a very, com
mitted a very embarrassing error on the part of the Attorney General. 

Mr. HA1IILTOX. l\Ir. Mardian, I want to read to yon a portion of Mr, 
Magruder's testimony >that is found at page 1910 of the record: 

We knew that Mr. 1Iurdian, who was there, was a closer friend of 1Ir. Liddy's 
than any one of us, and 1Ir. :Mitchell asked :\Ir. 1Iardian to call 1Ir. Liddy and 
ask him to see tbe Attorney General, the current Attorney General, 1Ir. Klein
dienst, and see if there was any possibility that afr. ::ucCord could be released 

m jail. 

Mr. l\Lrnoux. That statement is not true. 
l\fr. HA11ILTOX. l\fr. l\fardian, can you suggest any reason why l\Ir. 

Magruder would falsely testify as to such a phone ea11 on your part 1 
l\fr. l\bnoL\X. I honestly-I don't think l\[r. l\fo~nder would inten

tiona 11y fa 1se ly testify. ThC' subject. of the Liclcl_v trip to see l\fr. Klein
dienst was much cliscnssed. l\Ir. Licldy's position. or the story that 
Powell l\Ioore told, was that, as I reealL. that ,Tohn l\Iitchell had called 
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5. In the late afternoon of J\llle 17, 1972 Secret Service Agent 

Boggs telephoned John Ehrlichman, Assistant to the President, and told 

him that one of the persons arrested at the DNC headquarters had in 

his possession a document referring to Howard Hunt, who apparently was 

a White House employee. Later that day, Ehrlichman telephoned Ronald 

Ziegler, the President's press secretary, who was with the Presiden

tial party in Florida. Ehrlichman told Ziegler the substance of his 

telephone conversation with Agent Boggs. Ehrlichman also telephoned 

Charles Colson, Special Counsel to the President, and discussed Hunt's 

White House employment status. 
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Mr. E1mLICHMAN. No, sir. 
Senator BAKER. ·when did you first learn of the break-in? 
Mr. EuRLICHMAN. On the day following the break-in, when I re-

ceived this telephone call toward dusk, late in the afternoon. 
Senator BAKER. From whom? 
l\Ir. EnRLICIBIAN. From Mr. Boggs of the Secret Service. 
Senator BAKER. And I know this is somewhat repetitious, but tell 

us again, for the sake of sequence, what l\Ir. Boggs told you? 
l\fr. EHRI,ICHl\IAN. Briefly, he said that he had had a report from 

the Metropolitan Police Department about this incident because some 
of the people who had been picked up, or one of them, had in his pos
session the name of someone who apparently was a ,Vhite House 
employee. And that was Howard Hunt. 

Senator BAKER. ,Vhat was your reaction to that? 
l\Ir. EHRI,ICH:M:AN. I asked him a little bit about the circumstances, 

when it had happened, how many people were involved, whether any
body from the White House was directly involved, this kind of thing, 
and thanked him very much. 

Senator BAKER. 1Vhat did lie say? 
Mr. EnRLICHMAN. He said that as far as he knew, that was the 

only connection with the White House, just the possession of this fel
low's name, and he told me that five people had been caught redhanded 
burglarizing the Democratic National Committee headquarters. 

Senator BAKER. Did he tell you the names of the five people? 
Mr'. EHRLICI-DIAN. He may have, but it didn't mean anything to me. 
Senator BAKER. What did you do with the information? 
Mr. EHRLICHMAN. I made a phone-I made two phone calls. I 

called Ron Ziegler, the press secretary, who was with the President 
in Florida, and told him about that telephone call because. I thought 
~e ~ig'ht be getting some inquiries or would want to make some 
mqmries. 

Senator BAKER. Is that the first call you made? 
Mr. EHRLICHl\IAN. I think it is, although it may have been in re

verse order. 
I also called l\fr. Colson to find our whether Howard Hunt st.ill 

Ll
as employed in the ,Vhite House. And I am not sure whether I did 

hat in response to a question from Mr. Ziegler or not, but both were 
rapid sequence. 
Senator B..\1rnR. Did you call anyone else except Mr. Ziegler and 

Mr. Colson on June 17? 
l\fr. EuRLICHl\IAN. Not that I can recall. Mr. Caulfield testified here 

that he called me, and he may have. I don't have a specific recollection 
of the phone call, but if he did, it was after the call from l\Ir. Boggs. 

Senator BAKER. Did anvone else call you on June 17 ~ 
Mr. EnRLICHMAN. I believe not. 
Senator BAKF..R. So the sum total of your information was a cal] 

from Mr. Boggs of the Secret Service and the sum total of your ac
tivity was to call Mr. Zt;igler and Mr. Colson~ 

Mr. EHRLTCHl\L\N. Right. 
Senator RA1rnR. Did you read the newspaper accounts of the 

break-in1 
Mr. EHRLICHMAN. Yes,sir. 
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it, I have answered the questions. 

31 

~ Can you tell us the names of those reporters, if 

you can remember, with whom you talked· on·this subject? 

A. Well, it came up in an interview that I had with 

Norman Kempster of UPI. 

Q. How do you spell his name, please? 

A. K-e-m-p-s-t-e-r, I think. That is fairly ~asy, 

because. I have only had two interviews besides the one with 

Gill, and I assume it came up in the other one. I know it 

came up in the Kempster one. The other one would have been 

with Jerry Schecter. That is spelled s-c-h-e-c-t-o-r, I think, 

Jerry Schecter, of Time Magazine. 

~ When did you first learn, Mr. Colson, of the 

alleged break-in of the Democratic National Committee Head-

quarters? 

A. I . first heard about it on Saturday afternoon, 

June 

Q. 17? 

A. 17. 

Q. Under what circumstances? 

A. I received a call from John Ehrlichman. I was home. 

It was about -- it was late afternoon. Be simply asked me if 

I had seen -- did I know where Howard Hunt was. I think that 
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is the way the question was asked. And I said .&J.U. And 

32 

he 

asked me how long it had been since I had seen Howard Hunt. 

I said quite a long time, several months. And I asked him why 

J1e asked. 

He said, "Well, there is a report of a break-in at the 

,vatergate, and one of the people arrested had something in· 

his possession with Howard Hunt's name on it." 

I think he then asked if I knew Doug Caddy, and I said 

no; that I had heard the name, but I didn't know him. And that 

was the sum and substance of the conversation. 

Q. You remembered on June 17th that you had heard the 

name Douglas Caddy? 

~ Yes, that is correct. 

Q. This was without talking to your secretary? 

A. That is correct. The name was a familiar name 

to me, butt could not place where. 

Q. You could not put it in context? 

A. No. 

Q. What time was the call that you received from 

J°ohn Ehrlichman on June 17th, if you can tell us, to the best 

~f your ability? 

A. Oh, I would say around five. 

Q. All right. 

A. Five in the afternoon or maybe si:{ o'clock. 
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6. During the evening of June 17, 1972 Assistant Attorney 

General Petersen telephoned Attorney General Kleindienst and told 

him that documentation relating to a White House consultant had 

been found at the scene of the break-in at the DNC headquarters. 
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if indeed persons had intentions of trying to demolish the Democratic 
headqua1ters I thought the same might be in offing for the Republican 
headquarters and I tho_ught he ought to be forewarned. 

~fr. DASH. ·w ell, how soon ~lid an _in~·esti~ation under the sponsor
slnp of the Department of Justice begm rn th1scase? 

Mr. PETERSEN. Investigation was underway at that time. 1fr. Titus' 
staff had already been alerted and he had assistants working on the 
matter at that J?Oint with the Metropolitan Police Department and the 
FBI who were Just coming into it. 

M:r. DASH. Now, what role as Chief of the Criminal Division did you 
play with regard to the U.S. Attorney's Office investigation? 

Mr. PETERSEN. A general supervisory role, Mr. Dash. One of the 
-early questions I had to decide was the degree of supervision that 
should be involved and since we knew at the close of Saturday, June 
17, that what ,ve had -thought to be explosive devices were electronic 
listening devices, and that an individual named E. Howard Hunt was 
possibly implicated as a result of the fact that some of his checks or 
some information relating to him had been found at the scene, that 
there were immense political repercussions possible. And I decided at 
a very early stage that that investigation ought to be as isolated from 
the political element as it could possibly be. And I suggested that )fr. 
Titus appoint as principal assistant, Earl Silbert, to conduct the in
vestigation in his office and report to )fr. Titus and to myself on a 
daily basis, oral reports on a daily basis. 

Mr. DASH. '\Vhat was your relationship with the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation during the investigation? Did you get any kind of re
porting from th e FBI? 

Mr. PETERSEN. Well, the FBI, of course, reported-their reports to 
the prosecutors , Mr. Silbert and company, were more immediate than 
their reports to me. Their reports to me had to wait the normal process 
of bureaucracy , the preparation of the reports and the submission 
through normal channels, whereas the prosecutor on the scene was 
getting the witness statements almost immediately but the reports 
Vcere coming over to me rather slowly at first, very slowly. As a matter 
of fact, w·hen th e publicity developed , with the cooperation of Inspe ctor 
Baldwin I did not have statements in my office. I had to call the Bureau 
and ask them to send it over. Thev sent a whole package of reports at 
that time. · 

J.\fr. DASH. Was this slow reporting to von or did the prosecutors, 
the U.S. Attorney's Office, have that report~ 

Mr. PETERSF.N: Well, they had the.302, ves. It was just-- . 
Mr. DASH . .Tust how it came up to your office as Chief of the Crimi-

nal Division. • 
Mr. PETERSEN. That is correct. I was hearing about it from )Ir. 

Silbert. 
Mr. D.,sn. Now. shortly nfter the break-in. do von recall receh ·ing-

a. telephone call from M1:. Kleindienst who was at the Burning Tree 
Countrv Clnb? 

l\fr. PF.TIR SF.X. Mr. Kleindienst and I communicated three times on 
Saturday, .Tune 17. The first call I placed apprm,imatt>h- at 8 o'clock 
in the morning' . The second call I was about to nlace when-indeed. 
if I had not hN1rd his testimonv or had dismssPd it with him. I would 
have said I pla ced the second call hut he tells me he <lid, but in any 
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event since I do not recalll, I am sure it is true. The third call I ?om
municated to him and he was making a speech at the ~tatler-H1lton 
Hotel and I had to run him down through the security service down 
there. He had to speak very guardedly. What I was trying to report 
to him was that documentation relating to a 1Vhite House consultant 
had been found at the scene. I thought it was important that he have 
tha:t information. 

Mr. DASH. Did he tell you about a meeting he had or an encounter, 
really, at the Burning 'free Com1try Club with 1Ir. Liddy shortly 
after the break-in? 

Mr. PETERSEX. Yes; recently. The second call, whether I made it or 
he made it, I remember predominantly because he said, Henry, I want 
these people treated the same as everybody else. I conveyed to him at 
that point the information. about the electronic equipment and I guess 
I thought it a little odd that he should make that statement because I 
did not know any other way to treat them. But I do not recall hirn 
telling me that Liddy was there. If he did, I simply do not remember it. 

Mr. DASH. 1Vhat were your relationships with Mr. John Dean at the 
White House during this period of time? 

Mr. PETERSEN. Good. Good. John Dean, I guess, was kind of an un
official liaison with the Justice Department since he had been there. 
1Ve knew him. He worked in the Deputy Attorney General's office. 
He was in communication with us frequently with respect to inter
pretations of the Corrupt Practices Act. So we had frequent dealings. 
Relationships were good. 

'Mr. DASH. Did he inform you that he was in charge in any way or 
liaison between the "White House and any investigation. 

Mr. PETERSEN. Not at that stage, :Mr. Dash. 
I suppose the practice of discussing this matter with John Dean 

arose the first instance out of the request of :Mr. Silbert and the FBI, 
rather than of their complaints that the "White House was dragging its 
feet. 

l\Ir. DAsH. Do you know about ,vhen this took place? 
Mr. PETERSEN. This was early in the im·estigation. People were to be 

interviewed and appointments· were not being kept or being delayed 
and they would call upon me to expedite them and I would call John 
Dean and I ha,·e to say whene,·er I called him he was frankly helpful. 

Mr. DASH. Do you reoall a meeting on or about ,Tune 20, 1972, in Mr. 
Klenidienst's office, where Mr. Dean was and at which l\Ir. Dean made 
some statements to you, according to his testimony, that this im·estiga
tion should go very high. in fact it might invoh-e the 1V11ite House; 
in fact he testified he didn't know how far it might go. 

Mr. PETERSEX. I remember the circumstances. I don't remember it as 
)fr. Dean testified to it. I was called up to Mr. Klendienst's office. )Ir. 
Dean was already there. They asked for a status report and I gave 
them a general status report on the nature of the inYestigation. 1Ve had 
some discussion. I think commonplace discussion. "Uy God, what has 
happened, who is doing this and what type of a situation is this. And 
T tohl him that, I remember the words wry distinctly, I said, "John, 
I don't know who I am talking ·about but whoernr is responsible for 
this is a damn idiot and then• is only on(• thing that the President of the 
Fnited States can do and that is cut his losses and the way that he 
should do that is to instruct the .Attorney General publicly to run an 
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7. On June 18, 1972 H. R. Haldeman, Chief of Staff to President 

Nixon, who was at Key Biscayne, Florida with the Presidential party, 

spoke by telephone with Jeb Magruder, who was in California. Haldeman 

directed Magruder to return to Washington, D. C. to meet with Counsel 

to the President John Dean, Haldeman's Special Assistant Gordon Strachan, 

and FCRP Treasurer Hugh Sloan to learn what had happened and determine 

the source of the mon~y found in the possession of the persons arrested 

at the DNC headquarters. By the following day, Magruder had returned 

to Washington. 
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since this break-in was done in a rather amateurish way, that possibly 
there was some double-agent activity going on here, and we were 
honestly concerned about our own files. 

I did ask l\fr. Reisner to remove certain files--mv advertising file, 
the budget file, our strategy file, and the Gemstone file. Then I talked 
with him and i\fr. Odle, and l\fr. Odle took the Gemstone file home. 

Mr. DASH. Did you talk to anybody else from California? 
.Mr. MAGRUDER. "Well, yes, I talked to Powell Moore, as I recall. I 

cannot recall any other specifically-
Mr. DASH. Did you call Mr. Strachan? 
Mr. MAGRUDER. Oh, yes, I called l\Ir. Strachan that evening. 
l\fr. DASH. "'What did you tell Mr. Strachan? 
Mr. MAGRUDER. I told him-of course, he knew no more than we 

knew. He knew that they had been apprehended, and we had a problem 
and just discussed in a sense that we had a problem, and we did not 
quite know what to do about it. At that time, we had heard that there 
was some money at that time found on the individuals, and we had 
hoped that it was money that had been found at the Democratic Na
tional Committee, but unfortunately, it was our money. So we, in effect, 
·ust discussed the problem. vVe had no answers, obviously, at that time. 

-----ur. DASH. Did you receive a call from Mr. Haldeman? 
Mr. MAGRUDER. Yes. The next morning, on Sunday, I received a call 

from Mr. Haldeman. He asked me what had happened. Again, I told 
him basically--

Mr. DASH. From where was he calling? 
Mr. MAGRUDER. Key Biscayne, Fla. 
He just asked me the basic background of the break-in and what 

had happened. I just told him what had happened. He indicated that 

Ll
should get back to Washington immediately, since no one in any 

os. ition of authority was at the committee, and to talk with Mr. Dean 
nd Mr. Strachan and l\fr. Sloan and others on l\I<?nday to try to find 
ut what actually had happened and whose money 1t was and so on. 
Mr. D.-\SH. Now, you did return to Washington? 
Mr. MAGRUDER. Yes, I did. 
Mr. DAsH. And would you tell us briefly, but as specifically as you 

can, what you did as soon as you returned to ·washington and who you 
met with? 

Mr. MAGRUDER. Well, on Monday, I met with Mr. Dean, Mr. Strac
han, Mr. Sloan, Mr. Liddy. Mr. Liddy and I did not really have too 
much to say to each other. He said he had goofed, and I accepted that 
on face value. There really was not much to discuss at that time. 

I determined from Mr. Sloan that the money was our money, not 
someone else's money. 

Mr. Dean and I discussed the problem in terms of what we were 
going to do as to Mr. Strachan and I. 

Mr. DASH. Did you have a meeting on that evening, the evening of 
June 19, when you came back to 1Vashington, in l\fr. Mitchell's apart
ment? 

Mr. MAGRUDER. Yes, Mr. Mitchell flew back that :Monday with 
l\fr. La Rue and l\Ir. l\Iardian. We met in his apartment with l\fr. Dean. 
That wonld have been Mr. Mitchell, Mr. LaRne, l\fr. Dean, l\Ir. l\Iar
dian, and myself; and the general discussion again was, what were 
we going to do about the problem? It was again, we had very little 
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Mr. DASH. Now, Mr. Haldeman, when and how did you learn of the 
break-in on June 17, 1972? 

Mr. HALDElfAN. That seems to be the crucial question and I have to 
give I guess the most incredible possible answer. I don't know, Ur. 
Dash. I simply don't remember how I learned about it or precisely 
when or from whom. But let me explain that at that time, that week
end, I was in Key Biscayne. The President was out at 1Valkers Cay and 
I was at the Key Biscayne Hotel and I am sure that some time during 
that weekend somebody told me that the Democratic National Com
mittee had been broken into. I am not sure who or when. 

Mr. DASH. Now, what did you do when you learned that, when or 
whoever told you? 

Mr. HAwnrAN. Nothing. 
Mr. DASH. Nothing? 
Mr. HALDEMAN. No. 
Mr. DASH. While you were at Key Biscayne, did you have any 

information that somebody connected with the Committee To Re-Elect 
the President was involved? 

Mr. HALDEMAN. I think I did and I think that came in a phone con
versation with Jeb Ma~der on the 18th, on Sunday, which it has 
always been my impression was placed by him to me, but I understand 
he says it was placed by me to him and I am not sure which is which. 
But there was-the point of that phone conversation, the purpose of 
it was to review a statement that the committee was planning to release, 
and it was releasing it in conjunction with the earlier publicized, or 
assumed about to be publicized, fact that l\fr. l\IcCord, who did have a 
connection with the committee, had been one of those arrested at the 
scene of the break-in. 

Mr. DASH. Wbat came through your mind when you learned that 
Mr. McCord-did you know, by the way, who 1\fr. McCord was1 

Mr. HALDEMAN. I don't believe I did. He probably told me at that 

L time who he was. 
Mr. DA~H. I.take it you did Jeal'l: that ·he was the security chief of 

the Committee To Re-Elect the President. 
Mr. HALDEMAN. Yes. · 
Mr. DASH. Did it occur to you that this might be an embarra~ing 

matter for the campaign~ · 
Mr. HALDEMAN. Yes. 
Mr. DAsH. When did you get back to Washington after the bre.ak~in 1 
Mr. HALDEMAN. I think on the evening of-on Monday evening, 

which would be the 19th. 
Mr. DASH. Is that when you had a meeting with )fr. Dean? Did Mr. 

Dean report to you then about what he had learned about the break-in? 
Mr. HALDE:)fAN. I am not-I don't believe so. I am not sure that I 

1had a meeting with Mr. Dean at that point. I believe we probably got 
back late Monda v evening and that I went home. 

Mr. DASH. When did :you meet with Mr. Dean after you got back~ 
Mr. HALDEMAN. I think, and I have got sort of a capsule of my 

record here that is subject to correction bv the detail~ but I think there 
was a meeting the morning of the 20th,· in which I was present with 
Mr. Mitchell and Mr. Ehrlichman, and that Dean was, Mr. Dean was, 
in part of that meeting and Attorney General Kleindienst was there 
part of that meeting. 
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8. On June 18, 1972 John Ehrlichman spoke by telephone with 

H. R. Haldeman. 'Oley discussed the break-in at the DNC headquarters, 

the involvement of James McCord, and the fact of Hunt's name being 

involved. 

Page 
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8.1 JOHN EHRLICHMAN TESTIMON!i_i!ULJ! 24-' 1913, 6 SSC 2581 

Senator BAKER. Did you gain additional in.formation from the news-
paper accounts? 

Mr.EHRLICH:lIAN. Yes. 
Senator BAKER. \Vhat information? 
Mr. EHRLICH:lIAN. \Yell, I learned, for instance, that one of the 

people apprehended was an employee of the Re-Election Committee 
·and .I don't think that Mr. Boggs had told me that the previous 
evenmg. 

Now, I may have seen it on the news, come to think of it, that night, 
I may have watched the television news. 

Se11ator BAKER. Did you talk to the President on the 17th~ 
Mr. EHRLICRlIAN. Ko, I didn't, not that I can recall. . 
Senator R-\KER. Did you talk to Mr. Haldeman. on the lith '? 
Mr. EHRLICH:lL\N. I think I talked to him on the following day. 
Senator BAKER. Lefs Emit it to the 1 ith for the moment. 
~fr. EHRLICH:l!.AX. All right. 
Senator BAKER. Did you talk to }fr. Dean? 
~Ir. EHRLICH:lL\N. No. 
Senator BAKER. )fr. )Iitchell '? 
Mr. EHRLICH:lIAN. I don't believe so. I have heard testimony here 

that I did. I can't recall a conversation with Mr. ::\-Iitchell. 
Senator BAKER. \Vere you concerned about it? 
Mr. EHRLICH:\IAN. Not particularly. 
Senator BAKER. All right. Move on, then, to the 18th. 
·who did you talk to, who talked to you, what additional information 

did you receive, and what action did you take? And if you don't mind, 
Mr. Ehrlichman, as briefly as possible, outline for me the steps that . 
you took, the information. you received, the general state of circum
stances from your first information on ,June 17, 1972, for a few days 
thereafter. 

Mr. EHRLICH:lIAN. The 18th was Sunday. I believe I talked to Mr. 
Haldeman on the telephone about this. I think that the purpose of our 
call was really something else, some other business. And we discussed 
the fact of the break-in, the fact of Hunt:s name being invoked and 
McCord being involved, and so forth. He told me something about 
the statement which the Committee To Re-Elect people were putting 
out that day or the next day, I forget which. But I do recall we dis
cussed the public statement that ·was going to be ma.de on it. 

On the 19th, which was l\Ionday--
Senator BAKER. "\Vait a minute; just a second. Still on the 18th in 

your call to lfr. Haldeman, Mr. Haldeman was in effect the President's 
Chief of Staff? 

l\Ir. EHRLICIHIAN. Yes, sir. 
Senator BAKER. "\Vas there any conversation between you and lfr. 

Haldeman about how unfortunate or incredible or how dangerous this 
was? "\Vas there anything other than a, calm, ordinary exchange of 
information? 

l\Ir. EJ-IRLICH:\L\X. No; I think both of us wondered why in the 
world anybody wanted to break in there. That was the depths of the 
Democrats' fortunes. I don't think anybody belien'd that anybody in 
that particular office knew anything that was ,rnrth knowing. 

Senator B.\KER. Did von ask :\[r. Haldeman if he hnd di:5eussed this 
with the President? • 

Mr. EnRLrc1nuN. No; I didn't. 
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9. At noon on June 18, 1972 Gordon Strachan telephoned 

Haldeman '"s" princ:CPal staff assistant, Lawrence Higby. Higby told 

Strachan that Haldeman had spoken with Jeb Magruder about the 

break-in and that John Ehrlichman was handling the entire matter. 

Page 
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9.1 GORDON STRACHAN TESTIMONY, JULI 231 1973 1 6 SSC 2457 

2457 

~Ir. STRACHAN.No, I did not. 
l\Ir. DASH. Did you later learn from Mr. :Magruder anything about 

this event? 
,--- )'fr. STRACHAN. ·well. I called him that afternoon and then tried to I call him again that evening, and did not reaoh him. Placed a third call 

on Sunday about noon, ·washington time, and asked him if he knew 
anything about this since I had ratJher expected a phone call from Mr. 
Haldeman, and he said "Don't worry :about it, I have been on the phone 
this morning with Bob, and you needn't know anything about it." 

:\Ir. DASH. All right. What did you do after that? 
:\Ir. STRACHAX. l called ~Ir. Higby, because I didn't really believe 

that Magruder had talked to Mr. Haldeman, Haldeman was down in 

L 
Key Bise .. ayne. Mr. Higby told me yes, in fact Magruder had talked 
with lli. Haldeman and Mr. Ehrlichman was handling the entire 
matter. 

}fr. DASH. All right. Now, at that point were you concerned about 
any particular thing? 

).fr. STRACHAN. Pardon? 
}Ir. DASH. At that point having learned that Mr. Haldeman now 

had spoken to )fr. Magruder and was informed, did a concern come 
into your mind? 

Mr. STRACHAN. Yes, I expected over the entire weekend Mr. Halde
man to call me and ask me what I knew, if I 1."llew anything why I had 
not reported it to him, the usual very tough questions he would ask. 

Mr~ DASH. Did you begin at that time to suspect any problem tha.t 
Mr. Haldeman may have with regard to this? 

Mr. STRACHAN. ·wen, you have to clra,v one of three conclusions: 
Either he knew about it ahead of time; either he didn't except · me 
to report to him, or he had received a report and had calmed down. 

Mr. DAsH. Did you arrive at any one conclusion? 
Mr. STRACHAN. It was either one of the latter two, either he knew 

or he didn't expect me to report to him. 
Mr. DASH. ·what did you do after you learned that he had heard 

about it, what did you do yourself? 
Mr. STRACHAN. I didn't do anything. The White House logs indicate 

that I was in the ·white House for a minute Sunday, I don't know 
what that was for. · 

The next day, Monday--
Mr. DASH. Monday was June 19, 1972? 
Mr. STRACHAN. That is correct. 
Mr. DASH. All right. 
Mr. STRACHAN. I began going through my files, l\fr. Haldeman's 

file_s, to see if there were any indications of any information that would 
be many way related to this act. 

Mr. DASH. ·well, did you come to any conclusion as to whether there 
was anything in the files that would be many way related? 

Mr. STRACHAN. Yes. I pulled out several documents, most partic
ularly the political matters memorandum No.18. 

Mr. DASH. And that was the one that referred to the sophisticated 
intelli~ence plan? 

1\-fr. ::STRACHAN. That is correct. 
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and your activities as chief of staff did not limit itself to just the 
administrative functions . .As a matter of fact, even in Mr. Ehrlich man's 
role you would, from time to time, be asked by the President and 
would make expressions with regard to policy; would you not? 

:Mr. HALDEMAN. Not to any great extent on policy, Mr. Dash. I 
would on procedure or the question of whether everything that should 
be available was available to the President in a policy decision matter, 
but not an opinion as to whether this was the policy we should pursue 
or should not pursue. 

Mr. DASH. "\Vould you be asked from time to time by the President 
concerning your views on various policy issues~ 

Mr. HALDE:lrAN. I am sure from time to time, but not as a regular 
process, and I would not want to imply that I was a part of the policy
making process in terms of substance. I was in terms of procedure. 

)Ir. DASH. You spent quite a bit of time with the President in your 
working day; did you not1 

)fr. l-L~LDDL\N. Yes, I did. 
:\fr. DASH . .As a matter of fact, you traveled with the President, and 

spent more time with the President than perhaps anyone else other 
than )Ir. Ehrlichman; would that be true¥ 

Mr. HALDE:llAN. That is correct. 
Mr. DASH. Now, could you tell us what your direct staff did that 

aided you in carrying out your administrative functions! 
Mr. HALDE:\fAN. My direct personal staff consisted of one or two, 

depending on the period of time, one or two administrative assistants, 
and several secretaries, and that was it. The administrative staff in the 
"YVhite House was supervised by the staff secretary, and he had respon
sibility for the operations of the mechanics of the White House, the 
support units and that sort of thing. Then as l\fr. Butterfield has 
described to yon, as my deputy, he had responsibility for a number of 
specific areas of ,v'nite House operations. I don't know if you want me 
to get into details on that or not. 

Mr. DASI'. You mentioned Gordon Strachan. "\Vhat was Gordon 
Strachan's position with you? 

Mr. HALDEMAN. He was a staff assistant to me. 
"'Mr. DASH. ,vhen did he become a staff assistant to you 1 
~fr. HALDEMAN. Probably in 1970. 

nfr. DASH. And also what was Mr. Higby's role with you 7 
lr. HALDEMAN. He also was staff assistant or administrative 
stant. 

~fr. DASH. Now, could you distinguish between the t"o roles, :Mr. 
Strachan's role and Mr. Higby's role? 

35-780 0 - 74 - 10 

Mr. HALDEMAN. Yes. Mr. Higby had been in that position with 
me during the campaign, in fact he had been with me in ·private busi
ness before I joined the campaign, and--

•:Mr. DASH. ·was this the advertising business you testified to! 
Mr. HALDEMAN. Yes, sir, yes. 
He was my principal assistant, if you want to describe it that way, 

and was thoroughly familiar with all of the operations of my office, 
backed me up, handled phone calls and correspondence for me, over
saw the Op€ration of my office., and handled contact for me with a 
number of the other administrative offices in the White House. 
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10. At 7:32 a.m. on June 19, 1972 Attorney General Kleindienst 

telephoned the Acting Director of the FBI L. Patrick Gray in Palm 

Springs, California, and stated that Kleindienst wished to be briefed 

on the investigation of the break-in at the DNC headquarters. 

Kleindienst told Gray that the President wanted to talk to Kleindienst 

about it that day or possibly the next day. 

Page 
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June 19, 1972 (received from L. Patrick Gray) •.•••• 136 
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10.1 L. PATRICK GRAY NOTES 

10.1 NOTE: The notes which follow were furnished 
to the House Judiciary Committee staff by 
L. Patrick Gray on April 30, 1974. Mr. Gray 
identified the bracketed portion as referring 
to a conversation which Mr. Gray had with 
Attorney General Kleindienst about a conver
sation that Kleindienst was expecting to have 
with the President about Watergate. Mr. Gray 
stated that he told Mr. Kleindienst that W. 
Mark Felt, Acting Associate Director of the 
FBI, would be available later that day to brief 
the Attorney General on the status of the FBI's 
Watergate investigation. 

Certain words and phrases which are 
difficult to read in Mr. Gray's handwritten 
notes were clarified by Mr. Gray and are included 
in the typed copy. 
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10. 1 L. PATRICK GRAY NOTES 

Indistinct document retyped btf 
House Judiciary Committee sta 

}IYT Frankfort, Ky. June 15 
Fri 6/16/72 The proposed amendment to t he U.S. Const. guaranteein g 

equal rights to both sexes reached th e halfway point in its 
progress toward ratification to day when l~y. became the 19th 
state to approve it. A total of 38 states must ratify the amend
ment before it becomes part of the Constitution. Two state s 

Mon 
6-19-72 

have rejected ratification. 

6:36 AM TCT WHF from Palm Springs 
FBI Op connected me with WFO; twice. 
Finally told him to have WMF call me d.i.rect. 
He called just shortly after I left to go to Mass -

Mon 
6-19-72 

Mon 
6-19-72 

Mon 
*6-19- 72 

7:32 AM TCF RGK 
Sometime today or possibly tomorrow RN .i.s going to 

want to talk to me. Is there anyone there who can 
come to brief me today this PM? .Y..~ !:'JMJ:.. 

7:35 AM TCT Farris Lucas 

.!_0:00 AM. 
9 :00 l\.'1. 
2_: JO AN 

.1.0 : 00 A.'j_ 

QQ_en iE_g_Ce re,ll}_on_y_ 
AG Younger • 

LPGIII 
·--Break. 

8: 00 /u'1 TCF WHF 
We do not have too much this AM 

--------·--- ·--> I have a Memo. to I!Rll & to AG, 

Reed's memo 

Approx 12:00 A.~ 6/17/72 5 arrested in ofc, 

(Page two of original three) 

LPG 

~ 
( Why? · 

Had in their possess. burglary tools & eavesdropping eq. 

Viol of D C 
Code 

Opened p_a_!lel 
'AII .. charged w/ burgl~ 
4 Held in lieu of $50,000 bail 
~le Cord " " JO, 000 

Dollars on them 
Background. 
Chk of E. Howard Hunt $630, 

Hunt employed by CIA to 4/70 

{ Intercepti<.,,., 
I end 

Di$closure 

HE MAY BE A 
CONSULTANT AT 
w.n. in 1971 We conducted an inves. for W.H. 

for a sensitive post some 9 mo ago 
Caddie advised FBI he rec'd a 

call at 3 AM from a person he refuses to 
identify 

Indistinct doclllllent retyped by 
House Judiciary Conmittee staff 
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Indistinct document retyped by 
House Judiciary Comnittee staff 

identify Chap 119 
Title 18 

lrnterception 
No. Do 

2511 
18USC251 

ARE WE IN 
IT SOLIDLY FBI Inves. of 

... [ unreadab _l~l___, 
of Communicatio~ 
not send. YES stat. is continuing 

What do you think of our conducting a sweep of 

Demo liq for other devices. Not yet; can h d for 24 or 48 
hrs but it is a normal investigation technique, 

On the front page there this AM. 

A Collateral piece on page 7 "Experts Heap Scorn 
on Bungled Caper at Demo, :fat' l. Il'l," 

Our Lab says this is sophisticated equipment 

Recovered bullet from Wallace; can make no positive 
ident. on this bullet - probably from 

(Page three of original three) 

USAgoing to G.J. 

Carol just handed 

Plarmedon c~5.0 

S. Ct. outlawed wiretap of Domestic Subversives. 
(1) Prior jud approval required for 

RGK the cancellation 

of the .R.9.::!..~stic taps 

& Get his assurance --- ---- ·-

written instructions 

type of surveillance. 
(2) Where Govt illegally eavesdrops, it must 

turn over Evi to def 
(3) Indiv rt. of privacy need no longer 

yield to Govt's rt. to pre~entai~§8tb~pin g 
(4) ln '67 S Ct fiound Etectron1.c E • w/o ct per 

violated 4-~- A but said permissible 
in for, threats - lrn took position that 

this was applicable to domestic threats -

.,,.- .. . ... ~ Gave WMF instructions as to how to handle the addressing 
( 8 Domestic ·. of the memo; meet 1st with RGK & brief hi.m on facts; 
', .. Taps then qive him my viewE__i:1=_.J:_he overall approacj.!_~ 

? inves. W/G cas e - no holds barred, 
WMF not sure of Exact no. 

Chap 119 Ti. t HS use 

2511 Interception & Disclosure Prohi .bited 
11 

12 Mfr, Distrib &Possessionof these devices 
13 Confiscation -
14 Inununity -
15 Prohibition of Use as Evi 
16 Authorization of Use of Wiretap 
17 11 of Disclose 

Indistinct document retyped by 
House Judiciary Committee staff 

(138) 



Indistinct document retyped by 

House Judiciary Committee staff 

18 Procedure 

8 :38 AM 
19 Rpts 
20 

Indistinct document retyped by 

House Judiciary Committee staff 

! 0. 1 L. PATRICK GRAY NOTES - ·-
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11. In the morning or early afternoon of June 19, 1972 Ehrlichman 

told John Dean to look into the question of White House involvement in 

the break-in at the DNC and to determine Howard Hunt's White House 

employment status. Dean has testified that he then spoke to Charles 

Colson regarding Colson's knowledge of the break-in and Hunt's status 

and that Colson denied knowledge of the event, but expressed concern over 

the contents of Hunt's safe. Dean has also testified that he spoke 

to Gordon Liddy, who advised of his and Magruder's involvement in the 

planning and executiot1L of the break-in. Thereafter Ehrlichman 

received a report from Dean that Dean had spoken to Liddy and to law 

enforcement officials, that law enforcement officials were aware that 

the matter went beyond the five persons who were apprehended, that 

Liddy was involved, and that there was a further direct involvement 

of the CRP. 
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11.l JOHN DEAN TESTIMONY, JUNE 2~, 1973, 3 SSC 932-34 

932 

I returned from this 4-day trip to the Far East on the morning of 
June 18. ,Vhen I landed in San Francisco, after 20 hours of 
flying, I called my assistant, Fred Fielding, to check in and tell him 
. that I was going to spend an additional day in San Francisco to get 
some sleep before I returned to Washington and, accordingly, I would 
not be in the office until Tuesday. It was at this time that I first learned 
from Mr. Fielding of the break-in at the DNC headqua1ters. i\Ir. Field
ing told me that he thought I should return home immediately as there 
might be a problem and that he would fill me in when I got home. I 
recall that at first I resisted, but :Mr. Fielding, who was not explicit at 
that time, told me I should come back so that he could fill me in. 

Accordingly, I flew back to Washington and arrived on Sunday 
evening. I had a brief conversation with Mr. Fielding and he informed 
me that he had learned from Jack Caulfield that i\Ir. :McCord from 
the reelection committee was among those arrested in the Democratic 
National Committee headquarters on Saturday and also that one of 
the Cubans arrested had a check that was made out by Howard Hunt 
to some country club. I recall that my immediate reaction was that 
Chuck Colson was probably involved. I was truly exhausted at this 
point so I told Mr. Fielding that I couldn't do anything at that time 
and I went to bed without doing a thing. 

On Monday morning, June 19, I arrived at my office about 9 :15, 
my normal arrival time at the office. "\Vhile readin~ the news accounts 
of the incident, I received a call from Jack Calllfield who repeated 
what Mr. Fielding had told me on Sunday evenin13". :Mr. Caulfield in
formed me that he had receh·ed the information trom Mr. Boggs of 
the Secret .Service. I next received a call from Mr. Mag-ruder and, as 
best I can recall, Magruder said something to the effect that this mi~ht 
create some problems and I should look into it. He also stated that 
this was all Liddy's fault and he volunteered a few harsh epithets 
regarding Liddy. I also recall Magruder mentioning something about 
how the committee was going to handle the matter publicly but I can
not remember specifically what he stated regarding this. I told Ma
gruder that I had just arrived back in the country and did not know 
any of the facts surrounding the incident, but I would look into it. 

,___ I next received a call from Ehrlichman, who instructed me to find 
out what I could and report back to him. I advised Ehrlichman of 
my call from Magruder and told him I probably should talk to 
Liddy-he agreed. I recall that Ehrlichman told me to find out what 
Colson's involvement was in the matter and he also suggested I speak 
with Mr. Kleindienst to see what the Justice Department knew about 
it. I told him I would report back to him after I talked with Liddy; 
I next received a call from Gordon Strachan who said he wanted to 
meet with me. I informed him that I would not be able to meet with 
him until early in the afternoon. He said he would drop by my office 
after lunch. 

I next talked with Chuck Colson on the phone. I asked him what he 
knew about the incident and he vehemently protested that he knew 
nothing and had no involvement in the matter whatsoewr. Colson 
advised me that Ehrlichman had spoken with him earlier regarding 
Mr. Hunt, earlier during- that weekend, and Colson said that we should 
get together with Ehrlichman as soon as possible. I rectlll asking 
Colson if Hunt still worked for him and again he became Yery de-
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fensive and stated that he was merely on his payroll as a consultant 
because Ehrlichman had so requested. He asked me to determine if 
Hunt was still on his payroll and I said I would check. Colson also 
expressed concern over the contents of Hunfs safe. Several weeks 
later-probably 4 or . 5-I learned from Paul O'Brien, who was 
representing the reelection committee, that he had learned from )Ir. 
Hunt's attorney, Mr. "William Bittman, that Hunt and Colson spoke 
on the telephone over the weekend of June 17-18, and that Hunt had 
told Colson to get the materials out of his-Hunt's-office safe. 

:Mr. Hugh Sloan called me to tell me he was worried. At that time 
I knew of no reason why :Mr. Sloan should be worried so I told him 
not to worry. He told me that he would like to meet with me and I 
told him that I was trying to find out what had happened and re
qitested we meet in a few days. I do not recall the precise date we did 
meet. 

I next contacted Liddy and asked him to meet with me. He said he 
would come to my office. As he came into the office I was on my way 
out. I suggested we take a walk. It was shortly before noon and we 
walked down 17th Street toward the Corcoran Gallery. 

I will try to reconstruct the conYersation to the best of my memory. 
,vbile I cannot recall every detail, I do indeed recall the major items 
we discussed. 

Mr. Liddy told me that the men who had been arrested in the DXC 
were his men and he expressed concern about them. I asked him why 
he had men in the DXC and he told me that :\Iagruder had pushed 
him into doing it. He told me that he had not wanted to do it, but 
l\fagmder had complained about the fact that they were not getting 
good information from a bug they had placed in the DXC sometime 
earlier. He then explained something about the steel structure of the 
vYatergate Office Building that was inhibiting transmission of the bug 
and that they had gone into the building to correct this problem. He 
said that he had reported to Magruder that during the earlier entry 
of the DNC offices they had seen documents-which I belieYe he told 
me were either Government documents or classified documents-and 
Magruder had told him to make copies of those doeuments. 

Liddy was very apologetic for the fact that they had been caught and 
that Mr. :McCord was invoh·ed. He told me that he had used )Ir. 
McCord only because :Magruder had cut his budget so badly. I asked 
him why one of the men had a check from )Ir. Howard Hunt and he 
told me that these men were friends of Hunt and Hunt had put him 
in touch with them. I do not recall Liddv discussing anv further in
volvement of Hunt, other than Hunt's putting- him in touch with the 
Cubans. I asked him if anyone from the 1Vhite House was im·oh-ed 
and he told me no. · 

As the conversation ended he again expressed his apology and his 
concern about the men in jail. I told him I couldn't help and he said he 
understood. He also told me that he was a soldier and would ne\·er talk. 
He said if am·one wished to shoot him on the street. he was rendv. 
As we parted I said I would he unable to disenss this with him fnrthe'r. 
He said he understood and 1 returned to mv office. 

After returning- to mv offirc I arranged a met~ting' with Ehrlichmnn 
in his of!ice for mid-afte1·nom1. Gordon Straehan canw to mv offiec 
shortly after I had met with Liddy. Str:H·lrnn told mc that hl' lu1d ht-en 
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instructed by Haldeman to go through all of Mr. Haldeman's files 
over the weekend and remove and destroy damaging materials. He 
told me that this material included such matters as memorandums from 
the reelection committee, documents relating to wiretap information 
from the DNC, notes of meetings with Haldeman, and a document 
which reflected that Haldeman had instructed :Magruder to transfer 
his intelligence gathering from Senator Muskie to Senator :\IcGovern. 
Strachan told me his files were completely clean. 

I spoke with l\fr. Kleindienst and he told me that both the FBI 
and the D.C . .Metropolitan Police were investigating, and he assumed 
that the FBI would take full jurisdiction of the case shortly. He also 
alluded to his encounter with Liddy at Burning Tree Country Club, 
but did not explain this in full until I later met with him . I do not 
have a record of when I met with l\Ir. Kleindienst, but it was either 
on Monday, the 19th, or the next day. I will describe that meeting 
shortly. 

I met with Ehrlichman in the mid-afternoon and reported in full 
my conversation with Liddy. I also told Ehrlichman about the earlier 
meetings I had attended in :Mitchell's office in late January and early 
February and my subsequent conversation with Haldeman . He told 
me he wanted to meet later with Colson and told me to attend. Ehrli ch
man also requested that I keep him advised and find out from the 
Justice Department on what was going on. I did not mention my con
versation with Strachan because I assumed that Ehrlichman was a ware 

___ of this from Haldeman himself. 
Later that afternoon I attended a second meeting h1 Ehrlichman's 

office with Colson. I recall Ehrlichman asking where Hnnt was. I said 
I had no idea and Colson made a similar statement. At that point, be
fore the meeting had started, Ehrliclunan instrudcd me to call Liddy 
to have him tell Hunt to get out of the country. I did this. without 
even thinking . Shortly after I made the call, however, I rE'nlized that 
no one in the 'White House should give such an instrnction i;i1d raised 
the matter. A brief discussion ensued between Ehrlichman and mvself. 
As I recall , Ehrlichman said that he was not a fugitirn from j,1stice, 
so why not . I said that I did not think it was rnr:v wise. At this point, 
Colson chimed in that he also thought it unwise and Ehrlichman 
agreed. I immediately called 'Liddy again to retract the request but he 
informed me that he had already passed the message and it might be 
too late to retract. 

Following this brief telephone skirmish regar<lin!?' Hunt's travel 
plans, the meeting turned to Hunt's status at the 1Vhite Honse. I had 
learned from Fred Fielding, who I had asked to check on it, that Hunt 
had not drawn a check from his 1\'11ite House consultantship since late 
)Iarch of 1972. Bnt as far as I knew, the records indicated that Hunt 
was still a White House consultant to Colson. After discussions of this 
bv Colson, who at this point was disowning Hnnt as a 11wmlwr of his 
staff. Ehrli chman called ::\[r. Bruce Kehrli and rE>quested that he bring 
I-Innt.'s nersonnel records up to Ehrlichman's offic~. Before. Kehrli ar
rived, Colson raised the matter of Hunt's safP.. Colson, without getting 
specific, said it was imperatiw that someone gi>t. th<' co11tPnts of Hunt's 
safe. Colson sugrrested. and Ehrlichman concurred. that I take cnstod, 
of the contents of the safe. • 
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1 Q And what did you ell Mr. Ehrlichman? 

48 

2
1 ~ Well, I reported to Mr. Ehrlichman everything that 

3 I Liddy had told me and I recall recounting back to him, trying 

4 to put all the pieces I had available at that point together, 

5 I by telling him about the meetings .. which had occurred in the 

6 Attorney General's Office in January and February of '72. 

7 : Q '!hose were the meetings at which Liddy presented 

8 I his intelligence programs? 

9 L_:_ That's correct. 

10 Q Did Mr. Ehrlichman again mention that he was going 

11 

12 

to meet with Mr. Colson later that afternoon? 

A He did. He mentioned that Mr. Colson was seeking 

13 a meeting and that he wanted me to be present in that meeting 

14 when it took place. 

15 Q Did Mr. Ehrlichman also mention to you, on June 19th~ 

16 at some time, that you ought to contact the Justice Department 

17 to find out what was going on in the investigation? 

18 

19 

20 

A 

Q 

A 

Yes, he did. 

And what did you do about that, if anything? 

I called Mr. Kleindienst and had a conversation with 

21 Mr. Kleindienst and I later saw Mr. Kleindienst. 

22 [: Now, during these first few conversations with Mr. 

23 Ehrlichman, after the Watergate break-in, did he instruct you 

24 to conduct an investigation and to determine whether anyone 

in the White House was responsible or had knowledge of the 
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1 Watergate break-in? Give you a specific instruction to con-

2 duct a Watergate investigation? 

3 A I wouldn't say it was an instruction to conduct an 

4 investigation. He just told me to keep my eyes and ears open 

5 and learn what I could. 

6 Q Did Mr. Ehrlichman, or anyone else in the White 

7 House, ever give you a specific instruction to conduct an 

8 investigation into this matter, telling you that it was your 

9 responsibility to make a determination of the facts and deter-

10 mine whether anyone in the White House was involved or re-

11 sponsible? 

12 A Well, I wouldn't say that it was really until late 

13 August, when it was reported that I had conducted such an in-

14 vestigation, that there ever became any semblence of such an 

15 investigation and, after that, when it had been put on the 

16 public record that I had conducted an investigation, I began 

17 to pretend like I had conducted an investigation. 

18 But I am unaware of ever being instructed to do an 

19 investigation, because I would have proceeded much differently 

20 if I was investigating. I was merely sort of catch as catch 

21 can. 

22 Q Was this -- did it naturally fall to you, as counsel 

23 to the President, as a person who had had formal liaison with 

24 the Justice Department, and the informal contacts there, to be 

:::isli the person at the White House most_ aware of what was going on 
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in the Watergate investigation? 

A Well, with things like this, what would generally 

3 happen is that after Mr. Haldeman and Mr. Ehrlichman would 

4 either lose interest or get consumed in something else, it . 

5 would fall to me to be the man to follow up and continue the 

6 liaison and keep them abreast of what I was learning. 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

Q Are you speaking now about legal matters and Justice 

Department matters, generally? 

A No, I ·can't say that generally, no, because, for 

example, antitrust areas were something I very seldom got 

into. 

Q 

A 

1 ·mean you are not speaking simply of Watergate? 

No, I'm not. I'm thinking of other instances where 

things were rather acti.ve for a while and they die off. I'm 

15 thinking of the Lithuanian defecter problem, where everyone 

16 had their hands in it for a while and then, when it fell to 

17 the daily job . of keeping abreast of what was happening, when 

18 it wasn't in the headlines, that was my job. 

19 I'm thin~ing of the Calley case, where there was a 

20 great flurry of activity, and when it got down to, you know, 

21 following daily what indeed was happening to Mr. Calley, that 

22 was my office. That's the way things generally happened there 

23 Q Now, on June 19th, did you also have a meeting with 

;4·111 Gordon Strachan? 

-~.. 

35- 780 0 - 74 - 11 

A Yes, I did . 
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for the action of the President of the United Stutes, that such plans 
are carefully researched and evaluated. Would that be a fair 
assumption? 

Senator BAKER. l\fr. Chairman, that is not the way we are going to 
conserve time. I think what we are going through now is evidence that 
this committee is in fact tired. But that is-the question of whether it's 
evidence or not is something that we will pass on~ and I frankly am 
not interested in what this witness thinks about whether it is or is not 
evidence. I am interested in what he knows or doesn't know. I re
spectfully recommend that we move on to hard evidence. 

Senator ERvrN. The witness has stated that he lmew nothing about 
these documents. and the documents are in evidence and the committee 
can draw such conclusions from the documents. I don't believe that the 
witness ought to be compelled to testify about matters that he said he 
knew nothing about. 

~fr. DASH. But you did testify, Mr. Ehrlichman, that in March of 
this year you spoke to the Presid1mt and discussed this particular entry· 
and 'he said that he knew that it was legal and justified for national 
security. Did he mention to you that he had received any kind of a con
trary advice at any other time i 

Mr. EHRLICH:lIAN. Well-now, that question makes an assumption not 
in evidence, Mr. Dash, that the President said he knew it was legal. I 
don't believe I have ever testified to that. Maybe some other witness 
has, but I don't know where you got that idea. I could not answer the 
question with that assumption in it. · 

Mr. DASH, I thought that was your testimony. I asked you the ques
tion earlier whether or not in March you talked to the President and 
the President said that he believed it was legal and justified for 
national securitv and I thought you answered in the affirmative. · 

Mr. EHRLICH;IAN. Well, I certainly would not want to give you the· 
impression that the President had given me a legal opinion on this at 
that time. But what the President said was that he felt that it was 
important, and it was necessary, that in the context of the massive 
thefts, the turnover to the Russian Embassy and all the context of that 
operation that he certainly could not criticize the men who had under
taken this in g<?od faith believing that they were responding to the 
urgency of the circumstances. 

Mr. DASH. All right. The testimony yon do leave with the committee 
is that your own personal evaluation as to its legality was a recent one 
after advice of counsel? 

Mr. EnRLICHl\!AN. Well, I certainly would not want to leave that 
impression either, Mr. Dash, and I would simply stand on my actual 
answers. 

Mr. DASH. Well, the record will so show. 
Now, you testified that you met and in effect your log shows that you 

met twice with Mr. Dean on June 19, 1972, which was 2 days after the 
break-in at the 'Watergate, once at noon, alone, and again at 4 p.m. with 
Mr. Clawson, Mr. Colson, and Mr. Kehrli. Now at the noon meeting 
with Mr. Dean, can vou givens your recollection as to what that meet
ing- was about and ,vhether vou were discussing the Wat{'.rgate break-
in? " - -

Mr. EHnLICHl\rAX. Yes; I believe we were, and I believe that it was 
basically to determine between us the inquiries which I felt he ought to 
make in order to try to determine what had taken place. 
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Mr. DASH. Did he not at that time report to you that he had spoken 
to .Mr. Liddy l 

-.Mr. EHRLicHMAN. No, I don't believe. so . 
. Mr. DASH. He made no report at that time to you as to a.ny of the 

investigations he had made cluring the day of the l!Jth ~ 
.Mr. l!:HRLICHMAN. l have the impression that .Mr. Dean hadn't been 

at work very long at that time, and that he was just getting started. 
~Ir. DASH. All right. 

_ Now, at 4 p.m., what was the purpose of the meeting with l\Ir. Dean, 
Afr. Clawson, Mr. Colson, and Mr. Kehrli '1 

J\,lr. EHRLlcHM:AN. The principal purpose, as I recall, was to be in 
a position to answer inquiries which, I guess, ~Ir. Clawson was get
ting or the press people were getting, about Hunt's White House 
status, of whether he was still an employee of the ·white House, if not 

--- when he had terminated and under what circumstances, and so forth. 
Mr. DASH. And isn't that when .Mr. Kehrli was brought up to cheek 

the record i Would Mr. Kehrli have the record of that? 
Mr. EHRLICHMAN. ~Ir. Kehrli was the staff secretary and would 

have to be involved in any discussion of that kind. There was another 
subject or two discussed at the time but as I recall, that was the pre
cipitating question. 

Mr. DASH. vVell, aside from Mr. Hunt on the payroll, wasn't the 
focus at that meeting on the question of Hunt himself? Hunt's status 
at the "White House and also the question that Mr. Hunt had a safe 
in the White House and that the safe ought to be opened? 

vVasn't that part of the discussion? 
Mr. EHRI.,IcHMAN. Yes, it was, as I previously testified. 
Mr. DASH. Yes. 
And actually that safe was opened at that time on the evening of 

the 19th? . 
Mr. EHRLicHMAN. I don't know. I think it must have been either 

that evening or the next morning. 
Mr. DASH. Now, what was the concern and who brought up the con

cern of what the contents of Mr. Hunt's safe would show'? 
_ ~Ir- EHFLICHMAN. I don't recall, Mr. Dash. Somebody at the meet
mg. 

I think the way it came up was not so much a personal concern as 
it was an inquiry by the investigation-either the Metropolitan Po
lice and/or the FBI, as to whether Hunt had any belongings in the 
·white House. 

Mr. DASH. Now, on June 20, 1972, you met at 9 o'clock with 1\-fr. 
Haldeman and Mr. :Mitchell joined by Mr. Dean at 9 :45, joined by 
Attorney General Kleindienst at 9 :55, and then at 10 :30 you had a 
meeting with the President. 

Was that also a followup to find out what was going on in terms 
of Watergate~ 

Mr. EuRLICH::\CAN. I think this was the process of trying to get 
everybody together who might know anything, to try and get a, pic
ture of what the investigation was going to be, whether there might 
b~ other people involved, just what the-to try and get the campaign 
director and the head of the Department of Justice and everybody 
together in one place to ask questions. 
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Senator BAKER. Did you ask him if it had been brou<Tht to his at-
tention of-if the President knew about it? 

0 

Mr. E1muc1DIAN. No; I am quite sure I didn"t. That is not some-
thing that I would ordinarily put in that way to Mr. Haldeman. 

Senator BAKER. "\Yell, did you put it in any wa v to )Ir. Haldeman? 
Mr. EHRLICI-J:IL\X. No; I chcln't believe so.. ~ _ 
My assumption is that news of that kind gets to the President forth-

with. 
Senator BAKER. "\Yell, did you ask what the President thought about 

it if you assumed that? 
~Ir. EHRLICHMAN. No, no. 
Sena.tor BAKER. All right, sir; go ahead. 
:Mr. EHRLICH:\I.-\N. I don 1t think I did anything else with relation to 

that subject matter on that Sunday. At least, I can't recall anything . 
.--- On Monday, I had a meeting with John Dean in midday, and we 

discussed this, really, in terms of two aspects. One was the White House 
involvement question, and I asked him to see if he could get that solved 
in short order-that is, was Hunt a 1"\1lite House employee or not, what 
was his status, and so forth 1 Because that was still lingering as an open 
question. 

Second, it was obvious that this was going to be a campaign issue 
and I was concerned about knowing everything that I could know so 
that, when Ron Ziegler and the Presidential party got back to town, 
we would be in shape to sit down and talk about its implicatio_ns in 
terms of its being-a political issue. 

Senator BAKER. ~fr. Ehrlichman, it occurs to me, and I may be 
entirely wi:ong, but it occurs i:o me that if someone on my staff, even 
remote1y on my staff, were charged with breaking and entering into 
the Democratic National Committee headquarters or someone was 
even associated with it in a newspaper column, that I would be deter
mined to find out if that happened. 

Now, was there this air of urgency in the ·white House on your 
part or Haldeman's part or Dean's part 1 Is it not coming through 
that way 1 It sounds like a routine staff operation. But this wasn't 
a routine staff operation. 

Mr. EHRLICH:\IAN. Point 1, he wasn't on my staff. But that is 
beside the point. 

I think there was a sense of the political implications of this thing. 
It was a dumb, shocking, unredeemable kind of thing for people 
connected with the Committee To Re-Elect to have done to the Demo
crats. There isn't any way of glossing it. 

Aud certainly, the Democrats were going to exploit this .if they_ 
possibly could. The fact that there might be a 'White House con
nection was really the central problem in this as far as I was concerned. 

Senator BAKER. "11en did you first learn that this was orchestrated 
by people who were connected with the CRP 1 

l\fr. EuRuc1nux. 1Vell, l\IcCord was in it right from the first 
minute, and I am sure I learned of that connection on the evening 
news or some way, so that I knew right from th£> first clay that there 
was a, literally a, CRP employee imrolved in this thing. 

Senator BAKER. ,Vhen did you find out that it was more than just 
a CRP employee 1 · 
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Mr. EHRLICHl\IAN. I do not think that 1---'Well, and, of course, 
Boggs' call said Hunt-Hunt, with a White House designation on 

· the slip or the card or whatever it was. So there was that wa.rning 
light on right from that moment. . 

I do not think I knew about Liddy and his involvement until after 
Dean reported back late on the 19th or early · on the 20th, something 
like that time. . 

Senator BAKER. What did Mr. Dean report to you 1 
Mr. EHRLICH~IAN. He reported to me that he had-I should ~o back 

to what I asked him to do and I guess I pretty well finished with that. 
I expressed my concern on these two fronts. And when he came back, 
he said he had talked to Liddy and that he had also talked to the 
people at the Justice Department or the police department, or some
where, and had a feel for this thing. And he said, the Justice Depart
ment or the law enforcement people, anyway, were aware that this 
matter went beyond just the five fellows who were caught and that 
Liddy was involved and it was just a matter of time before he would 
be picked up, and that there was a further direct involvement of the 
CRP in this. 

Senator B..\KER. All right. That was on what, the 19th of June1 
Mr. EHRLICHMAN. I believe it was either the close of business on 

the 19th or the next day. · 
Senator BAKER. Stop at that point, )Ir. Ehrlichman. Let us explore, 

as the saying goes in this committee, that point in time. Let us see what 
vou did with that information. 
· At that point, John Dean, who was counsel to the President, indi
cated to you that Liddy was involved, that others at the CRP were 
involved, and it would be just a matter of time before others were 
picked up and implicated, and broadly implied, based on your testi
mony just now, that the CRP was deeply involved in this situation. 

What did you do with that information? Did you pick up the t~le
phone and call the President, did you call Haldeman 1 ,vhat did you 
do with it? 

Mr. Eunuc1nux. I think by that time the President and the travel- . 
ing party were on their way back. I believe that this meeting that was 
held on Tuesday 111orning was held at my instance and it involved l\fr. 
Mi.tchell, the Attorney General, l!r. Haldeman, and me, and John 
Dean. And this was for the purpose of gathering as much information 
as possible at the top levels, and seeing what ought to proceed from 
that, what next step -0ught to be taken from that point forward. 

Senator BAKER. Take the one part of my question that I put in sev
eral parts. Did any of you call the President or convey to the President 
the in formation that Liddy and others inrnlvecl with the CRP were go
ing to be involved and identified with the break-in to the Democratic 
national headquarters 1 

~fr. Eunuc1nu::-.. I did not, Senator. I am not sure whether this was 
imparted to the President by anybody else. 

Senator BA1nrn. ,vell, Mr. Ehrlichman, to pursue that point. just 
one step- fttrther, did you then know or have you since learned that as 
of ,June rn. 1Di2, someone rlid impatt. that information to the Presi
tlent-that is, that Liddy, McCord, Hunt, and others at the CRP were 
involved in the break-in 1 

Mr. EnRLIClD£AN. I do not know that of my own knowledge. 
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White House) • . . • • . . • . • • . • • . . • . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . • . • . . . 156 

12.2 Charles Colson draft statement prepared for 
delivery to the SSC, September 1973,._1, 6-8, 
(received from SSC) .••.••••••...•.•...•. , .....•... 157 
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12. 1 MEETI NGS AND CONVERSATIONS Bt"TWEEN THE PRESID ENT AND 
CHARLES COLSON, JUNE 19 1 1972 

MEETINGS AND TELEPHONE CO;\!VERSATIOi' :S BF.TWF.l:-::N 
THE PRESIDENT i\i'!O CHARLES W. COLSON 

June J.6, 1')72 - April 30, 1973 

.Tun~'! lo, 1972 101528 

AM 

June 1 s, 

PM 

r:ne 19, 

AM 

L 
June 20, 

PM 

8:37 10:17 

1972 

3:00 3:31 

6:39 6:48 

1972 

10:49 11:48 

1972 

2: 1.6 2:17 

2:20 3:30 

8:04 8:21 

11:33 12:05 AM 

~!l{:,t _ _J_/~iJk 
3/1/7<; 

Cabinet Meeting in the Cabinet .Room. 
Mr. Colson attended. 

President placed a long distance call 
to 1',fr. Colson (Key Biscayne) 

President placed a long distance call 
to Mr. Colson (Key Biscayne) 

President placed a long distance call 
to ]\,fr. Colson (Key Biscayne) 

President placed local call to :Wlr. Colson 

President met with Mr. Colson in the 
President's EOB office 

President placed local call to :Mr. Colson 

President placed local call to 1.1r. Colson 
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12. 2 CHARL£'S COLSON DRAFT STATEMENT,J, SEP~l'J,;MBER l9 ?J , 1. 6-8 

On~n ,nc st~~e -rn°n~ of r t~~~l n s. u C•o1~o n ~-~~----=--... - t...·. .... , • ........ L... '-' ~ ........... -- ..._ ~ ~ • • .J ~ ~ 

Before Select Com~itt ec on Presidential 
Camoai gn Activities, United St2ccs Senate 

I appreciate the opportunity to present this opening 

stacement to your Committee. I shall first atteopt to the best 

of my recollection to recount my knowledge of the events 

surrounding the Watergate Affair. 

I will also attempt, if I may, to give this C0Ti11i ttee 

some insight into the mood and atmosphere which existed in 

the White House during the Nixon years. I have folJ.ow2c1 yonr. 

pLoceedings to d2t2; it is clear that you are seeking to deter-

mine not only s,hat in £2.ct happened, but why and how these 

things could have haooened . 
• 4 

AS TO THE FACTS: 

I first heard that there had been a burglary at the 

Demo cratic }J2.tion2l Co:E.c-11ittee h::3dquarters on the radio. It 

,·~c::· S,t'.::urc1.J.y, Jun e 17, 1972, I thou~;ht it was nG more th2r.. 2.:.1 

ordin2rv Lurgl 2~y -- one m~r e adJitian to the D. C. crime 
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12.2 CHARLES COLSON DRAFT STATEMENT, SEPTEMBER 1973, 1, 6-8 

which I believe took place in my office -

John Dean told me that Mr. Hunt had 11been 

ordered out of the country" or words to 

that effect. r:exploded. I said some

thing to the effect that "that is the 

dumbest thing I have ever heard; that 

could make the White House a party to 

a fugitive from justice charge." Mr. 

Dean then went to a telephone. I do not 

know who he called nor do I know who 

issued the original instructions to which 

Mr. Deari. referred, Mr. Dean did tell 

me later that it ·was my reaction that 

caused him to countermand the original 

order. 

~he ~resident called me from Florida the 

I morning of June 19. As I recall, he asked 

me what I knew about what was going on. 

In this and in subsequ2nt conversations, he 

was quite obviously angered and incredulous 

that anyone even remotely involved ~·Jith the 

Presidential campaign apparatus could have 
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engaged in such conduct. As I recall ny 

initial conversations with the President, 

I merely explained that I had no ide2. ,-,hat 

had happened. i do recall several discussions 

with the President during that and ensuing 

weeks in which he expressed great annoyance 

at the way in ·which the Committee for the 

Re-election was being managed. He complainec.l 

bitterly that he had himself not been able 

to devote any time to campaign matters or 

organization and that he believed it ·was 

overstaffed and overpaid. He expressed 

his long-held belief that it was inad

visable to staff a campaign organizatio:1 

with people primarily concerm~d with thei r 

salaries; he said people should participate 

in a campaign because they believe 

cause. He said that the Committee had too 

much money ' to spend, that the Wa tergate 

was an example of the kind of mis guided 

enterprise that results from too much 

r.!Dney. He told me on more th a n or..e 

occasion th.Jt he h.Jcl on !crcd ~[c. Halde~.::1n 
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12 . 2 CHARLES COLSON DRAFT ~TATEMENT.i ~§PTEMBER 1# ?3, 1, 6-8 

to have the staff at the Comrnittee re-

duced, to insure that no one was being 

paid more than they had made in prior 

employment and to get the management 

of the campaign and the Committee under 

tight control. 

. 8. 

On Tuesday, June 20, 1972, the Washington Star carried 

a banner headline, "Colson Aide-Barker Tied." It was immediately 

obvious to me that the press would attempt to tie the Water~ 

gate into the White House on the basis of Hunt's former associa

. tion with me. · Accordingly; T immediately dictated a:memo:·._ 

for the file detailing all contacts of any kind that I could 

recall having had with Hunt during the year 1972. A copy of 
. . 

that reemo ,:-1as provided ·to yo{Ir . staff during our·-rrieeEirig" ~~~ori. 

Hay 3~ 

Although I knew that I had had no involvement in the 

Watergate, I believed .that it migh~ become important to have an 

2ccurate record. 

One of the things mentioned in the memorandu~ wns a 
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13. On June 19, 1972 Howard Hunt went to the Executive Office 

Building and reviewed the contents of his safe. He determined that 

the contents included cables Hunt had fabricated indicating a rela

tionship between the Kennedy Administration and the assassination of 

Vietnamese President Diem, materials relating to Gemstone, James 

McCord's electronic equipment, and other material. Hunt thereupon 

informed Charles Colson's secretary, Joan Hall, that Hunt's safe 

contained sensitive materials. 

Page 

13.1 E. Howard Hunt testimony, 9 SSC 3672, 3689 ..•••• 162 

(161) 



13.1 E. HOWARD HUNT TESTIMONY, .SE'PTE'MBt"(?. 24, 1973, 9 SSC 3672 1 3689 

367-2 

At this early time of your emplo.vment at the White House, }fr. 
Hunt, did you have access to State Department cables covering the 
period of the Diem assassination? 

Mr. HUNT. I did. 
Mr. DASH. "Why did you have accessto them? 
Mr. HUNT. Because I had requested such access and it had been 

granted me. . 
Mr. DASH. Now, in the review of these cables, did you notice any 

irregularity of sequence 1 
Mr. HUNT. I did. 
Mr. DASH. Ip. what period did the gap in sequence occud 
Mr. HUNT. The period immediately leading up to the assassination 

of the Premier of South Vietnam. 
Mr. DASH. Did vou show the cables to Mr. Colson and off er an inter

pretation of them·? 
. Mr. HUNT. I showed him copies of those chronological cables, yes, 

Sir. 
Mr. DASH-.And what interpretation, if any, did you give him con

cerning the cables 1 
l!r. Hm."T-I told him that the construction I placed upon the 

absence of certain cables was that thev had been abstracted from the 
files maintained by the Department of State in chronological fashion 
and that while there was every reason to believe, on the basis of an 
accumulated evidence of the cable documentation, that the Kennedy 
administration was implicitly, if not explicitly, responsible for the 
assassination of Diem and his brother-in-law, that there was no hard 
evidence such as a cable emanating from the "White House or a reply 
coming from Saigon, the Saigon Embassy. 

Mr. DAsH. What was Mr. Colson's reaction to your statement and the 
showing of the cable to him 1 Did he agree tha·t the cables were suffi-
1;ient evidence to show an:v relationship between the Kennedy adminis
tr1,ttion and the assassination of Diem~ 

Mr. HUNT. He did. 
Mr. DAsH. Did he ask you to do anything1 
Mr. RUNT. He suggested that I might be able to improve upon the 

record. To create, to fabricate cables that could substitute for the 
,_ ..... ·s.si,.-,1! chronological cables. 

r. D . .\SH. Did you in fact fabricate cables for the purpose of indi
cating the relationship of the Kennedy administration and the assas
sination of Diem? 

Mr. HUNT. I did. . 
--•r. DASH. Did vou show these fabricated cables to Mr. Colson i 

Mr. HUNT. I did. 
Mr. DAsH. What was his response to the fa:bric•ated cables 1 
Mr. HUNT. He indicated to me that he would be probably getting in 

touch with a member of the media, of the press, to whom he would 
show the cables. 

Mr. DASH . .And were you in fact put in touch with a member of the 
media~ 

Mr. HUNT. I was. 
Mr. DASH. Who was that 1 
Mr. HUNT. Mr. William Lambert of Life magazine. 
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l\Ir. DAsH. Did you take:, '.1.Y money out of the safe? 
Mr. Hnn Yes, sir, I did. 
l\Ir. DASH. How much? 
l\Ir. HuxT. I took out $10,000. 
l\fr. D.\SH. "\v11ere did you get that money? 
Mr. HuNT. That was contingency money that had been provided me 

by l\Ir. Liddy. 
l\Ir. DASH. Contingency just in case there was this kind of trouble? 
l\Ir. HUNT. Yes, sir; in case there was a mishap. 
l\Ir. DASH. ·what did you do with that money? 
)Ir. Hm.T. I took it during the course of the early morning to l\fr. 

Caddy's apartment and gave it to him on behalf of the five men who 
had been arrested. 

---- l\Ir. DASH. Did you make an analysis or review of the contents of 
your safe at that time or a later time 1 

l\Ir. HUNT. No, sir; not at that time. 
l\Ir. DASH. ·when did you, if you did? 
Mr. HuNT. Excuse me. 
Mr. DASH. l\Ir. Hunt. this might help you. Do you recall returning 

to your office at the EOB and looking through the contents of your 
safe? 

Mr. HuNT. Yes, sir. 
Mr. DASH. And do you recall that that was on or about June 19, 

1972'? 
Mr. HUNT. Yes, sir. 
Mr. DASH. Just very briefly, can you describe the contents of your 

safe at that time, what you had in there 1 
l\Ir. HUNT. 1Vell, there was a great deal of material, l\[r. Dash. 
Mr. DAsH. Just by category. 
Mr. HUNT. There were the fabricated Vietnamese cables that I had 

shown to l\Ir. Colson, Mr. Conein, and l\Ir. Lambert. There was mate
rial relating to Gemstone; there were transcripts of my conversations 
with Mr. Clifton De l\fotte, for example. There was a very substantial 
amount of material, part of which was shown me at the time of dis
co,·ery by the F.S. attorney-perhaps I am not being responsin,. 

Mr. D . .\SH. Yes, you are being responsive. Did it also include the 
briefcase which included :Mr. l\fcCord's electronic equipment? 

Mr. HUNT. Oh, yes; that was there. 
l\Ir. DASH. Now, did you inform anyone on that day of the contents 

of your safe 1 
Mr. HUNT. I did. 
Mr. DASH. 'Who was that 1 
l\Ir. HUNT. Mr. Colson's secretary. 
Mr. DASH. What is her name? 
Mr.HUNT. Her name was :Mrs.Joan Hall. 
Mr. DASH. Did you characterize or say anything about the contents? 
Mr. HUNT. Yes, sir; I did. 
Mr. DAsn. 1\nat did you say? 
Mr. HuNT. Before I left the "White Honse for the last time. I stopped 

by Mr. C'olson's office, not to see him but simply to inform )[rs. Hal1 1 

whom I knew held the combination to my safe, that it contained sensi
tirn material. I simply said to her, "!°just want you to know that that 
safe is loaded." 
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14. During the afternoon of June 19, 1972 John Eh~:lichman, Charles 

Colson, John Dean, Bruce A. Kehrli, Staff Assistant to H. R. Haldeman, 

and Ken Clawson, White House Deputy Director of Communications, met in 

Ehrlichman's office and discussed Howard Hunt's White House employment 

status. Colson stated that Hunt should have been terminated as a White 

House consultant as of March 31, 1972. Kehrli was asked to and did 

bring Hunt's employment records to Ehrlichman's office. These records 

did not indicate that Hunt's consultant status had been terminated. 

By memorandum dated June 19, 1972 Colson transmitted to Dean documents 

relating to Hunt's status. 

(By memorandwn dated March 27, 1972 to Charles Colson, Hunt had 

requested assistance in changing the annuity benefit option he had 

selected upon retirement from the CIA. By memorandum dated March 30, 

1972 to Kehrli, Richard Howard, Staff Assistant to Charles Colson, had 

inquired respecting Hunt's situation. At the top of the original of 

the Howard memorandum, there is a handwritten note: "Noble - Please 

let me know on this w/o giving out any info. on the~ of the fellow 

we're trying to help. B." At the bottom of that memorandum there is a 

handwritten note "OK - Drop as of April 1, 1972 BAK." On May 5, 1972 

Hunt had written a letter on White House stationery to CIA General 

Counsel Lawrence Houston, renewing his request respecting his benefit 

option and stating that he had discussed the matter with the White 

House legal staff.) 

l' ::1g_e 
14.1 John Ehrlichman log, June 19, 1972 (received 

from SSC) • ..•.•.............•.•••..•..•.............. 16 7 
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14.1 J OHN EHRLICHMAN LOG1....i!!fl.E .. 19J. 1972 _______ M___..,, _____ _ 

fRiDAY, Jt;NE 16, 19~~ 

S:00 . 
3:30 
10:20. 

12:25 
1 :00 
2:20 
4:00 
7:00 
!3;30 

HRH office 
Cabinet m.eeting 
P!'es ident, Secretaries Richardson,, Hod~Son {HR l} 

Dr. Ed David 
President 
T enni.3 with Cole, Hullin, Harper 
Roosevelt Room - p. r. group 
Black tie din..'1.er with Mrs. Shouse :followed by 

·Wolf Trap opening 

lvIONDAY, JUNE 19, 1972 

8:15 Roosevelt Room 
10 :30 Dave Young, Walt Min..'1..i.ch 
12:00 John De:::in 
.._ ...... ------·---------, ..... ·~~-
12 :45 Lunch in Mess with Dr. William 1Vc_lsh {HOPE) 

) 

1 :45 AG .:.-<leindienst 
2:10 · Ambassador Willia....-n Middendorf 

14:_4:~0iO __ • .,.. ______ c_o_I_s __ c~!~e_hJ;Ji., __ I~.e.p._Cl~\V.§2A. 
~5 Mark Evans, Clarence Arata, Cong. Ken Gray; 

John Statler (Pres,, DC Board of Trade),. Sallyanne Payton 
(DC A:.:-ena) 

8:30 Motion Picture Association - "Butterflies a;:e Free" 

:ruESDAY, JUNE 20, 1972 

8:00 
8: 15 · 
9:00 
9:45 · 

9:55 
10:30 
12:00 
1:00 
2:25 
2:35 
3:00 
4:00 

5 :00 
6·:00 

HRH office 
Roosevelt Room 
HRH, Mitchell 
Joined by John Dean 
Joined by AG Kleindienst 
President 
Willia.rn Lane (per John Con..-ially) 
Lunch with Roy Wilkins - JDE office 
Car at west basement 
Senator Griffin, Tom ~orologos, Ed Morgan . 
Senator Bennett, Tom Korologos 
Social Security - MacGregor, Cook, Korologos, Cole, 
Evans, Weinberger, 0 1Neill 
Haircut 
Jim Gannon (\Vall Street Journal} 
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934 

instructed by Haldeman to go through all of Mr. Haldeman's files 
over the weekend and remove and destroy damaging materials. He 
told me that this.material included such matters as memorandums from 
the reelection committee, documents relating to wiretap information 
from the DNC, notes of meetings with Haldeman, and a document 
which reflected that Haldeman had instructed Magruder to transfer 
his intelligence gathering from Senator Muskie to Senator :McGovern. 
Strachan told me his files were completely clean. 

I spoke with Mr. Kleindienst and he told me that both the FBI 
and the D.C. Metropolitan Police were investigating, and he assumed 
that the FBI would take ·full jurisdiction of the case shortly. He also 
alluded to his encounter with Liddy at Burning Tree Country Club, 
but did not explain this in full until I later met with him. I do not 
have a record of when I met with Mr. Kleindienst, but it was either 
on Monday, the 19th, or the next day. I will describe that meeting 
shortly. 

I met with Ehrlichman in the mid-afternoon and reported in full 
my conversation with Liddy. I also told Ehrlichman about the earlier 
meetings I had attended in Mitchell's office in late January and early 
February and my subsequent conversation with Haldeman. He told 
me he wanted to meet later with Colson and told me to attend. Ehrlich
man also requested that I keep him advised and find out from the 
Justice Department on what was going on. I did not mention my con
versation with Strachan ·because I assumed that Ehrlichman was aware 
of this from Haldeman himself. 

I 
Later that afternoon I attended a second meeting in Ehrlichman's 

office with Colson. I recall Ehrlichman asking where Hunt was. I said 
I had no idea and Colson made a similar statement. At that point. be
fore the meeting had started, Ehrlichman instructed me to call Liddy 
to have him tell Hunt to get out of the country. I cli<l this. without 
even thinking. Shortly after I made the call, however, I realized that 
no one in the "White House should give such an instruction tmd raised 
the matter. A brief discussion ensued between Ehrlichman :md myself. 
As I recall, Ehrlichman said that he was not a fugitive from justice, 
so why not. I said that I did not think it-was very wise. At this point, 
Colson chimed in that he also thought it unwise nnd Ehrlichman 
agreed. I immediately called 'Liddy again to retract the req_uest but he 
informed me that he had already passed the message nnd 1t might be 
too late to retract. 

Following this brief telephone skirmish regar<lin.<r Hnnt's travel 
plans, the meetinp: turned to Hunt's status at the 1V11ite House. I had 
learned from Fred Fielding, who I had asked to check on it, that Hunt 
had not drawn a check from his "White House consultantship since late 
l\Iarch of 1972. Bnt as far as I knew, the records indicated that Hunt 
was still a "White House consultant to Colson. After discussions of this 
by Colson, who at this point was disowning Hunt as a 111Pmher of his 
staff, Ehrlichman called Ur. Bruce Kehrli and re-quested that he bring 
Hunt's nersonnel records up to Ehrlichman's office. Before Kehrli ar
rived, Colson raised the matter of Hunt's safa. Colson, without getting 
specific, said it was imperative that someone gPt tlrn ".ontPnts of Hunt's 
safe. Colson suggested, and Ehrlichman concurred, that 1I take custody 
of the contents of the safe. 
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·when Kehrli arrived he was quizzed hy Ehrlich.man and Colson on 
Hunt's status at the ·white House. Colson was arguing 1 hat Hunt 
should have been removed from the 1Vhite House as of March :n, 1972. 
)fr. K~hrli's records, howe,.·er, did not so ihdicate. I have submitted to 

L
the committee memorandums that Colson forwarded to me on June 
19, presenting his argument. This was later resolved between Colson 
and Kehrli, pursuant to Colson's argument. I always assumed that this 
required some alteration of the records, but I do not know this for a 
fact. 
· [The documents referred to were marked exhibit No. 34-15.*] 

)Ir. DEAN. Following this discussion. Ehrlich.man asked Kehrli 
where Hunt's office was located and how the contents of his safe could 
be removed. Kehrli explained that he would have to han GS.\. open 
the safe. Colson said it must be done immediately and Ehrlichman 
instI1lctecl Kehrli to have me present when the safe was opened and 
that I should receh·e the contents of the safe. Kehrli said he would call 
me when he had made the arrangements and he then left Ehrlichman:s 
office. Ehrlichman told . me to report to him on the contents of )Ir. 
Hunt's safe and the meeting ended. 

Kehrli called my office after I had departed. He talked with Fred 
Fielding and asked him : to·.come with him to open :Mr. Hunt's safe. I 
do not recall mentioning this to Fielding before I departed nnd I do 
not know what Kehrli told Fielding, but Kehrli was aware from the 
earlier meeting with Ehrlich.man that I was to receiYe the contents of 
the safe. 

After departing the office, I belie,·e I went to 1fr. )fitchell's apart
ment. I do not recall who asked me to come to )fitchell's apartment, 
and it may have been the evening of the 20th, rather than .Tune 19. 
I recall that when I arrived, :Mitchell, )fardian, and )fagntder 
were there and I g-ather had been discussing matters before I arri,·ed. 
I recall listening. but can only recall discussions of how to handle the 
matter from a public relations standpoint. I ha,·e no other recollection 
of the meeting. · 

It was on June 20 or 21 that Strachan and )fr. Richard Howard 
· . came to my office. Strachan informed me that Haldeman had · author

ized an expenditure by Colson of some funds, but the entire amount 
had not ibeen expended and he was turning over the remainder to 
me to hold. I told )Ir. Strachan that I would hold the funds and would 
be accountable for them . I placed the cash, $15,200 in my safe. I 
informed ,)fr. Fielding of my office of the fact that the cash was in 
my safe and where it had come from. I felt I should inform Fielding 
because I wanted someone to lrnow why the money was in my safe 
if anything should happen to me. 

The cash remained in my safe untouched until October 12, 1972, 
when I removed a packet of bills amounting to $-1,850 and placed my 
nersonal check for that amount with the remaining cash. I removed 
the $-1-,850 after I had failed to make arrangements to pay for the 
anticipated expenses of my wedding, and my honeymoon. I subse
<J_uentl y expended the cash over a senral month period of time as my 
honeyrnoon was cut short and the full amount I had anticipated was 
not necessary; thus, I used part of the cash for normal daily e~pendi-
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EXHIBIT NO. 34-15 

MEMORANDUM 

THE WHITE HOUSE 
WASHl>IGTOl't 

June 19, i 972 

MEMORANDUM FOR: JOHN DEA/I . . ~J 
FROM: CHARLES cor..soJf 

SUBJECT: Howard Hunt 

Dick Howard just discovered the attached in his chron !ile; this is a ccpy and Bruce Kchrli is looking £or the original. I think it can be flatly and clearly said that his services here terminated on March 31, 1972. There is also attached a report of a conversation which Joan Hall had with Howard Hunt approximately 6 or 
8 weeks ago. 
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· March 30, 1972 

MEMORANDUM FOR BRUCE KEHR.LI 

We would like to accommodate Howard Hunt on 
the attached and would like to do 1.t right away 
and then total.ly drop him as a consu1tant so that , 
1701 can pick him up and use him. 

Howard has been very effecti.ve for us, but his · 
most logical. pl.ace now is consu1t1ng 1701. The 
attached cou1d be a major probJ.em and we wouJ.d 
li.ke to do everything we can to accomplish this 
and heJ.p t.im i.n this way. Pl.ease let me know. 

w. Ri.chard Howard 

A TRUE COPY 

(171) 



14. 3 ATTACHMENT TO CHARLES COLSON MEMORANDUM, SSC EXHIBIT 34-15, 
3 SSC 1159 

1159 

MEMORANDUM 

THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASIUNCTO~ 

June 19, 1972 

MEMORANDUM FOR: CHARLES COLSON 

JOAN HA·L-£,, FROM: 

SUBJECT: Discussion ...»ith Howard Hunt 

For the record, approximately 6 or 8 weeks ago in a casual 
conversation, I asked Howard Hunt why he had not turned in 
any time sheets. He replied, "That is being taken care of 
elsewhere. 11 I did not inquire any further and the subject was 
dropped. (Note: I had initialed his time sheets each month 
and was merely curious why I had not received one.) 
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Mr. EnnLICIDIAX. I take it, Senator, and here I am speculating, 
rankly speculating. Here's an episode with )fr. )[cCord, which comes 
cut through )Ir. )IcCord back through Caulfield to Dean. Xow, how 
does John Dean justify having sent ·)fr. Caulfield to talk to )IcCord 1 
I don't know whether that is the explanation or not, but it certainly 
was suggested to me as I watched )Ir. Dean at this table spinning this 
tale. 

Senator GURNEY. Let us go to another area which im·olved you and 
Mr. Dean and that is the papers that were taken from Hunt's safe 
after it was opened by Dean's people. Some of these papers, as you 
know, were very sensitive. Some were contained in a briefcase of )Ir. 
Hunt's. The testimony, of course, here is that Dean had a conversation 
with you about this and you made some suggestions about disposing 
of the papers that were in the briefcase. )Iy recollect.ion is that you 
advised )Ir. Dean to deep-six these papers. ·would you care to tell us 
about this meeting1 . 

)Ir. EHRLICHlUS. That was a meeting, if I heard the testimony 
correctly. which was also attended by other people and should be 
susceptible of determination from independent witnesses. To correct 
an assumption in your question, Senator, I did not know the contents 
of )Ir. Hunt's safe except in the most general terms. I was told, and 
I can't say who told me--probably )Ir. Dean-that there was a.. pistol 
nnd a tape recorder and a number of documents, some of which had 
nothing to do with ·watergate but were very politically sensiti,e. 
Now, that was the general description. I had no occasion to look at 
them, I never saw them except as a few of them were sealed in an 
em·elope and handed to Pat Gray. 

The conversation has to be weighed, the probability -of such a con
versation where I said, nm out and throw this in the river, has to be 
weighed against what I actually did, which I think the witnesses who 
were in the meeting on the 19th will tell you that I did. 

---- '\Ve had had a meeting for two purposes on the 19th, which included 
·l\Ir. Colson, l\Ir. Kehrli, staff secretary. and Ken Clawson on the ·white 
House staff. The meeting was for, as I say, two purposes--one, to try 
to determine what the facts were about Howard Hunt 's employment 
status, which was very murh.-y at that point in time, been.use of some 
lack of documents or some confusion of documents, and things of that ___ ort. 

The other purpose was to talk about what to do about this safe which 
had been found on the premises, and apparently had things in it that 
related to Howard Hunt, who was then, if not arrested, nt least a prime 
suspect. · 

The instructions which we agreed upon at that meeting-"Were that a 
number of people should be present at the opening of that safe. We 
knew we had to harn something from the GSA because they had to 
open the safe. But in addition to that. I specified to )fr. Kehrli, being 
present, that l\Ir. Dean be present and take custody. Then T think 1[r. 
Kehrli suggested that a ·Secret Sen·ice agent be present under tht> cir
cmnstances, been.use we '\\'ere breaking into a safe in the 1TI1ite House . 
~\nd that was the arrangement that was agreed upon when we broke 
up on the 19th. 

)[y pnrpo;;e in cloin,g that was twofold. One. thi ::; wns a kind of 
Pxtrnordinnry procedure and I thonght there ought to be people who 
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Ooen~ng Statement of Charles W. Colson 
-""- . . . . 

Before Select Committ ee on Presidential 
9ampaign Activities, United States Senate 

I appreciate the opportunity to present this opening 

stai:ement to your Committee. I shall first atterapt to the best 

of my recollection to recount my knowledge of the events 

surrounding the Watergate Affair. 

I will also attempt, if I may, to give this Co~~~ittee 

some insight into the mood and atmosphere which existed in 

the White House during the Nixon years. I have followed ym!~ 

proceedings to date; it is clear that you are seeking to deter-

mine not only what in f«ct happened, but why and how these 

things could have happened. 

AS TO THE FACTS: 

I first heard that there had been a burglary at the 

Democratic 1-fational Co:r'..'.nittee h -::auquarters on the :racho. It 

.. ~2.,· S,.t'.:urday, JurH~ 17, '...972. I thought :i..t i-,as n~ more thar. 2!1 

ordin orv LHrgl~ ry -- on2 m~re adJition ~o ttc D. C. crim2 
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2. 

st atistics . It was not until late that afternoon that I l earned 

that more might be involved. John Ehrlichman called to inquire 

as to Hmm rd Hunt I s wher eabouts. I explained th a t I had not seen 

Hunt in a couple of months, but that I believed that he was 

,;wrking at the Committee for the Re-election of the President. 

Ehrlichman informed me that one of those arrested had had 

something in his possession with Howard Hunt's name on it. He 

also asked me if I knew Douglas Caddy. I told him I knew only 

the name. 

Ehrlich.man explained that he was simply trying to 

determine the facts. 

On Monday, June 19, I attended various meetings with 

Mr. Ehrlichman and Mr. John Dean. We were endeavoring to 

determine uhat Mr. Hunt's status was ar..d when his service at 

the White House had been terminated. I do not recall the . exact 

sequence of the meetings or the persons in attendance that 

day. I do recall specifically the following points: 

1. We determined that my assistant, Rich ar d 

Howard, had on ~~ rch 30, 1972, advised 

· the St a ff Secr et ary to termin a te Hunt's 
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consultant relationship with the White 

House. A copy of Mr. Howard's memo was 

provided to your staff when I met with 

them for a preliminary interview on Hay 3 

of this year. 

2o We determined that Hunt's termination had 

not been handled routinely. At the time 

that he left . the White House in March, 

Hunt asked whether he could change the 

survivors benefit election which he had 

made upon his retirement from the CIA 

a year earlier. Hunt's memo requesting 

the change had been submitted as an 

enclosure to the termination memo of 

Narch 30. This request was apparently 

sent by the Staff Secretary to the 

White House personnel or Civil Service 

office. When the de cision was made on 

the request th e fil e ,,,as .:ipparently 

returned to the Staf f Secreta r y. The 

Sta ff Sec re t ary ap pa r e nt ly f a il e d to 
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take steps to formally process Hunt's 

termination, such as the cancellation 

of his White House pass, the surrender 

of documents, etc. 

3. We learned -- to my surprise that Mr. 

Hunt still maintained a safe in an office 

in the Executive Office Buildtng. I sug

gested to Dean that he take custody of_ 

the safe. I was certain in iny own mind 

that there would be an investigation if 

the facts established that Hunt had had 

any connection with the Watergate break

in. It was my view that the White House 

counsel had a responsibility to secure 

the safe and any other evidence. Con

trary to Mr. Dean's testimony (TR 2169), 

I had had no communications from Hunt 

over that weekend; no_ one suggested that 

I remove anything from the safe. I 

never saw the safe n~r was I aware of 

the contents of the safe. As a matter 

of fact, it was not until late June, 

a.Ctcr publication cf a Sc'!'.'ipp~-H0wnr<l 
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Indistinct document retyped by 
House Judiciary Connnittee staff 

MEMORANDUM FOR: 

FROM: 

SUBJEC'l': 

CHARLES COLSON 

HOWARD HUNT 

March 27, 1972 

Securing Survivorship Benefits 

When I retired from CIA on May 1, 1970, I was given the usual 
option of receiving full annuity without post mortem benefits to 
my survivors, or a reduced annuity with survivorship benefits. 
I elected the former, unaware that the choice would later be held 
irrevocable. 

About a year later I requested the CIA General Counsel to assist 
me in changing to the survivorship provision. His negative response 
is attached. 

Now that I have acquired a duodenal ulcer for the third time, I am 
close to uninsurable -- or at prohibitively high-risk rates -- with 
consequent prejudice to my family's future. As an alternative, it 
occurs to me that I might be re-hired, briefly, by the Executive 
Branch, to retire again in a few days so that I could elect reduced 
annuity with survivorship benefits. 

To effect this will entail a certain amount of paper work. However, 
I am requesting White House assistance in restoring the opportunity 
to provide for my family beyond the limitations of my private insur
ance coverage. 

Indistinct document retyped by 
House Judiciary Connnittee staff 
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~r.,, ch 30.,. 1912 

Vic: would file to ac:com::noda.te Howard Htult on 
tbe attached a-:id ~ l.ik::t to do it right away 

and ~n to~y d...-o:? him as a consultant so'trat 
! 7 01 C3..Al pie~ 1::ili:xl. up ~ use b.iJ::n. 

Ro ward ha.a been Yery ei:fective. ior us,. b~ his 
"1"7"lost logic:al pla~• now is c:on.sulling 1701. T~ 
;;.,H-ached coula be a. _:major p.roblem and we'.wou.ld 

. !~e -t.G.do everyiliin~ w~ Cal) . to- a.cco~:-n$,a ~~,s, 

~d .help bim. in thia way. Pl~s.e let me k:.:Jow. 

35-780 0 - 74 q 13 
(181) 



14.B J. FRED BUZHARDT LETTER, SEPTEMBER 5, 1973 

THE WHITE HOUSE 

'WASHINGTON 

5 September 1973 

Dear w1r. Cox: 
. ' 

This is in response to your letter of August 27 requesting the copy 
of a W. Richard Howard memorandum of March 30, 1972 to Bruce 
Kehrli and of August 29 requesting the pass approval form for· 
E. Howard Hunt. 

As I mentioned to you in a recent telephone conversation, -the fact 
that a particular document is in the physical custody of a,current _ 
employee of the ·white House does not alter the fact that such 
documents are Presidential Papers, of which the authority to 
control is exclusively a matter for Presidential decision. Accord..: 
ingly, requests for such documents, whether originating i.·vith t.lie 
office of the Special Prosecutor or the Grar..d. .Jury, should be 
addressed to me in order that the request r=:J.2.y be considered by 
the President. 

Both documents you requested are enclosed. 

Sin.cerel y, 

:; !1 

\

j !I l· { t C' ~ . "-.-;;~~DJ to~ 

. • • I.J 
• Fred Buzhardt 

·,: 

Special Counsel to the President 

Honorable Archibald Cox 
Special Prosecutor 
Watergate Special Prosecution Force 
142:i-K Street, N. W. 
Washington, D. C. 20005 

Enclosures 
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1973 

RB-V:aw 

August 27, 1973 

J. Fred Buzhardt, Esq. 
Counsel to the President 
The White House 
Washington, D. c. 

Dear Mr. Buzhardt: 

Re: Memorandum from W. Richard • 
Howard to Bruce Kehrli -
3/30/72 

During the course of W. Richard Howard's appear
ance before the grand jury on August 14, 1973, he was 
directed by the grand jury foreman to produce the original 
carbon copy of a March 30, 1973 memorandum which he wrote 
to Bruce Kehrli concerning E.. Howard Hunt. I am informed 
that Mr. Howard's attorney, John Jude O'Donnell, has been 
advised by you that you are prepared to furnish this docu
ment to the grand jury on receipt of a letter from this 
Office confirming that the grand :iury did in fact make 
such a request of Mr. Howard. As you will recall, the 
ribbon original of this document was furnished to the 
grand jury by you on July 19, 1973. 

tion. 
Please advise us if you dE~sire any further informa-

Very truly yours, 

Archibald Cox 
Special Prosecutor 
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11EMORANDUM FOR BRUCE KEHRLI 

We would like to accommodate Howard Hunt on 

the attach~d and would like to do it right away 
and then otally dro him as a consultant s 

1701 can pick him up and use him. 

Howard has been • ery effective for us I but his 
most lo ical lac is consulting 1701. The 

. attached could be a major problem and we would 

like to do everyt 1 ing we can to accomplish this 
and help him in his way. Please let me know. 

~ ~ :a~) 
-~y~c:;/ 

W. Richard Howard 
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iHC WHIT£ HOUSi:: 

· WASHINGTON 

ADMir.TJ:STRATIVELY CONFIDENT~ 

May 5, 1972 

Dear Larry: DV 
'With reference to your letter to me of May 6, 1971 concerning 
change in my annuity survivorship benefits, the White House 

legal staff has e.xamir.ed the C. I. A. Retirement Act of 1964 :fo~ 

Gerta.in Employees, with particular reference to Sections .233 

and 271(b} of that Act •. In their opi1:1ion, the Director has the 

authority to recall me to duty, then pe:rr.ait me to i·evert to 
retired status at which time I could elect i•educecl annuity with 

survivorohip benefits. 

In short, it would appear that wero tho Director willing, he 
could recall me £or, sa.y, a da.y or a week, after which I ccul~ 
opt £or survivorship benefits. 

May I ask that you re-examine my situation in light of the ·fore

going, and if it squares with your own interpretation of the per· 

tinent Sec~on~ of tlie Act, lay the m.;.tter before Mr. Eelms f.o.: 
· hia docision? 

Sincerely, 

Howard Hunt 
Consultar.t to the President 

Mr. · Lawrence R •. Houstor .. 
General Counsel 
Cent:ra.l lntelligence Agency 
Washington, D. C • . ,29505 · 
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}fr. }faaRCDER. Yes. I think that is correct . 
..\fr. D.\SII. Xow. aft~r this meeting, ..\fr. }Iagru<ler, did you report 

to anyone ahont the meeting? 
..\fr. ..\LGRCDER. Yes, I sent the documents that :\Ir. Liddy had given 

ns at. the meeting to }Ir. Strachan. 
}Ir. D.\SH. And again, was this in your normal course of using 

..\Ir. Strachan to the ,vhite House staff people such as ..\Ir. Haldeman? 
..\fr . ..\L\GRCDER. Yes, l automatically sent all documents to Mr. 

Strachan. 
}fr. DASH. And did those documents contain all of what Mr. Liddy 

had presented at that meeting? 
..\fr . ..\iAGRCDER. Ce1tainly, all of the specific discussion. They did not 

contain, as an example, the discussion on targets, because that was a 
discussion. and that was not in the documents. 

}Ir. D.\SH. Did you have a telephone conversation with ..\Ir. Strachan 
concerning that meeting? 

}Ir . ..\faGRCDER. Yes, I indicated the general context of that meeting. 
Mr. DASH. And did that include ..\Ir . ..\Iitchell's suggestions concern

ing the Las Vegas mission? 
Mr . ..\iAGRL"DER. I cannot recall specifically that point, but I would 

assume that I probably discussed the key targets that ,ve had discussed. 
Mr. DASH. And that would include the Democratic Xational Com

mittee headquarters and Mr. O'Brien? 
.Mr. slAGRuDER. Yes. 
l\Ir. DASH. Did you discuss the meeting with anybody else, either at 

the committee or the ·white House~ 
Mr . .M.\GRCDER. I cannot recall discussing it with anyone else. 
Mr. DASH. Was there any special role that :\fr. LaRue played in the 

Committee for the Re-Election of the President? 
l\'Ir. }fAaRCDER. l\Ir. LaRue was an ach·iser of ..\fr. Mitchell's. He was 

a close friend of l\Ir. Mitchell's. He had become a close friend of mine. 
He was someone who worked with all of us. "\Ye all felt he had an 
astt~te political judgment, and we worked very closely with Mr. LaRue 
on literally all matters that concerned the committee. 

Mr. Ds\SH. Did there come a time after the second meeting that you 
had some difficulty with Mr. Liddy, and Mr. LaRue played some role 
in that'? 

:\fr. MAGRUDER. Yes. 
Mr. DASH. ,vm you tell us about that? 
Mr . .M.\GRrDER. In approximately mid-March, I had requested cer

tain things from .Mr. Liddy, I think relating to his legal work as gen
eral counsel, and they had not been forthcoming. I met him, ran mto 
him on the third floor of our building. and asked him would he be more 
cooperative in producing the work that we needed quickly~ He indi
cated some disturbance with me at tha.t time. 

I went upstairs and \,as somewhat agitated. and asked him to come 
upstairs and discuss this matter with me; and at that time, ::\lr. LaRue 
sat in on part of the meeting. At that time. we agreed that )[r. La
Rue--}fr. Liddy would terminatr from our committee complt>tply at 
first and--

~\Ir. D.\:-II. \Yhat w,ts tlw difficnltv that did tweur. and \',hat was the 
altercation, if you can be a little more siwcific? 

(186) 



l!!:-.JJ:._ ~#/B MAGR!!_I?ER Tf:STl 'fa!!::_WY, JUNE l4 1973 2 s_sc 791-93 _ ..._ ____ _ :J!, . ~'--- --·--;._.._;;_ ;;.. 

792 

Afr. MAGRUDEit . '\Ve1I, I simply put rny hand on .\It-. Liddy' s shoulder, 
and he asked me to remorn it and indicated that if I did not, serious 
conSf\quences could occur. 

~Jr . DAsu. \Vas he more specific than seri.ons consequences? 
:.\fr. M .\GRUDER. ·well, he indicated that he would kill me. But I want 

to make it clear that I ·did not, I do not regard that and I do not now 
regard that as a specific threat. It was ~imply Mr. Liddy's mannerism . 
I think he was indicating to me that he clid not care for his relationship 
with me. That was all. 

:.\lr. DASH. Wnere, actually, did this particular meeting with you 
and :.\Ir. Liddy occur 1 

Mr. :\faGRUDER. The altercation or the meeting~ 
)Ir. DASH. The altercation. 
)Jr. )hGRUDl:i{. In the lobby of th e third floor; the reception area of 

the committee. 
:\lr. DASH. And thereafter, there was a meeting with Mr. Liddy, 

and :\Ir. LaRue came up? 
:.fr. 2\faGRUDER. yes. 
:.\.f.r. DAsu. "\There did ths.t happ en? 
Mr. MAGRUDER. In my office; · 

· .Mr. D.\sn. vVhat happened at that time? 
:\fr. ~lAcnunrn. 'Well, at first we agreed , ML Liddy and I, that he 

would terminate from the committee all activities. Then we discussed 
thc1 int elligence gathering, and he indicated at one point that possibly 
l\Ir. Hunt could become involved directly in this area, or that we could 
cease any consideration of that. At that time, as I recall, Mr. LaRue 
indicated that it would be best if we retained Mr. Liddy, at least in 
that area. But he was not overly specific. He just thought it was best 
that ,ve keep things cool and not get too excited about the situation. 

·what we then agrned to was to terminate him from our committee 
as general counsel. but retain him in the area of intelligence gathering. 

Mr. DAsH. Well. now, at the time Mr. LaRue was anxious to haw 
you keep Mr. Liddy in the intelligence gathering, did Mr. LaRue know 
what "Mr. Liddy was planning to do? · 

Mr. ::\faoRUDER. I think in-again. Mr. La.Rue sat in on many of our 
meetings, and he and I had and are still very close friends, and we 
discussed. I am sure. in general terms, Mr. Lidcly's proposal. I could 
not recall a specific time, sitting down with ::\fr. La Rue. though, telling 
1im exactly what ::\Ir. Liddy's proposal were. 

Mr. DASH. Rv the wav, did vou "h.,1ow at that time that :;\fr. Hunt 
vas working with Mr. L{ddy ~ · . . . 

)fr. MAGRUDER. At that time--! thmk by that time, T had been 
ncouraged by certain staff members at the'vVhite House to be sure 

that )Ir. Hunt was not employed by us directly, but . employed by 
)Ir. Liddy. So I think I was aware at that time that he was. 

::\Ir. D.\SH. '\Vl1at staff members at the '\Yhite House made such . 
encouragement? 

)fr. ::\L\GRITDER. ){r. Howard. Richard Howard. 
)Ir. DAsu. '\Vho is )fr. Richard Hownxd 1 
"'.\{r. )l.\1;Rrrnrn. He was ::\fr. f'ol son's assistant. 
::\[r. D,\SIL '\Vlrnt. if anything. did he say to yon? What kind of 

enconragenwnt did lw give you 1 
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l\fr. MAGRUDER. He indicated that :Mr. Hunt had completed his 
assignments at the "'\Yhite House, and since we were now engaged in 
intelligence activities, he thought I would find ::\Ir. Hunt very valu
able. I only met ::\Ir. Hunt once, so I was not really quite sure in what 
tenns he would be valuable. So I indicated to ::\fr. Howard that he 
should refer Mr. Hunt to Mr. Liddy and that Mr. Liddy would . 
employ him. I did not know at that time that he and :Mr. Liddy had 

.. ____ w.orked together before. 
:'.\fr. DASH. Now, also concerning this altercation you had with Mr. 

Liddy and your decision to terminate his employment, did you receive 
any communication from any other person from the White House 
concerning Mr. Liddy~ 

::\Ir. ::'.\hGRUDER. Yes, evidently Mr. Liddy, after he left my office, 
went and saw ::\fr. Dean and then l\fr. Strachan. I received a call from 
::\fr .. Dean encouraging me not to become personally concerned about 
:Mr. Liddy, that I should not let my personal animosity and his get 
in the way of the project. And then I went over to the ·white House 
and was working with )fr. Strachan on normal campaign matters, 
and he brought up the same subject and, as we walked back to the 
committee-it was a Friday afternoon, I recall, and it was raining
he indicated that although he had the same personal difficulties with 
::\Ir. Liddy, that ·probably Mr. Liddy was quite professional in this 
intelligence gathering, and we should retain him in this area. 

Mr. DASH. Did l\Ir. Egil Krogh ever talk to you concerning either 
Mr. Liddy or l\:lr. Hunt 1 · 

Mr. MAGRUDER. l\Ir. Krogh did talk to me about Mr. Liddy, and 
mentioned to me a number of times we should keep tight control over 
him but he was very effective. 

::\Ir. DASH. Did you knO\v at any time of :Mr. l\IcCord's participa
tion in l\f r. Liddy's plan~ 

::\Ir. ::\LI.GRUDF.R. No. 
Mr. DASH. After the February 4 meeting in Mr. :Mitchell's office, 

when the plan was not still approved, did there come a time when any
one else at the 'White House urged yon to get the Liddy plan apl?roveci? 

l\'Ir. l\fa.GRUDER. Yes. Mr. Charles Colson called me one evemng and 
asked me, in a sense. would we get off the stick and get the budget 
approved for ~Ir. Liddy's plans, that we needed information, particu
larly on l\f r . O'Brien. He did not mention, I want to make clear, any
thing relating to wiretapping or espionage at that time. 

)fr. D.\SH. But in that discussion, did you get the impression your
self that he knew what the Liddv plan was? 

Mr. :\L\GRUDER. Again I want to be careful. I knew l\fr. Hunt was a 
close friend of l\f r. Colson's, he had been referred to me earlier by 
l\fr. Colson. I did make the assumption that he did h.11ow but he did 
not sav that he did know but he did not say that he was aware of the 
specifi.cs and never did say that to me at any time. 

::\Ir. DASH. Would l\fr. Colson be one of those persons who would be 
in line of communication to whatever Mr. Strachan was communicat
ing to the White Honse? 

::\fr. )hGRUDER . I think Mr. Strachan worked closdv with )fr. 
Colson. hut his line of command was through ::\Cr. Haldem 'an. 
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15. At the meeting specified in the preceding paragraph, John 

Ehrlichman instructed that Howard Hunt's EOB safe should be opened in 

the presence of John Dean, Bruce Kehrli and a Secret Service Agent, 

and that Dean should take possession of the contents. Charles Colson 

said that this should be done immediately. On the evening of June 19, 

1972 at Kehrli's request, Hunt's safe was forcibly opened in the 

presence of a Secret Service Agent and a GSA representative. Kehrli 

and Fred Fielding, Dean's assistant, arrived shortly thereafter. 
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Mr. EnnLICHMAN. I take it, Senator, and here I am speculating, 
rankly speculating. Here's an episode with )Ir. )IcCord, which comes 
out through )fr. )foCord back through Caulfield to Dean. Now, how 
does.John Dean justify having sent ')fr. Caulfield to talk to )IcCord? 
I don't know whether that is the explanation or not, but it certainly 
was suggested to me as I watched )Ir. Dean at this table spinning this 
tale. ' 

Senator GURNEY. Let us go to another area which involved yon and 
Mr. Dean and that is the papers that were taken from Hunt's safe 
after it was opened by Dean's people. Some of these papers, as yon 
know, were very sensitive. Some were contained in a briefcase of )[r. 
Hunt's. The testimony, of course, here is that Dean had a conversation 
with you about this and you made some suggestions about disposing 
of the papers that were in the briefcase. My recollection is that you 
advised )Ir. Dean to deep-six these paipers. '\Youlcl you care to tell us 
about this meeting? 

)Ir. EunLI<!H)IAN. That was a meeting, if I heard the testimony 
correctly, which was also attended by other ·people and should be 
susceptible of determination from independent witnesses. To correct 
an assumption in your question, Senator, I did not know the contents 
of )Ir. Hunt's safe except in the most general terms. I was told, and 
I can't say who told me-probably Mr. Dean-that there was a pistol 
and a tape recorder and a number of documents, some of which had 
nothing to do with Watergate hut were very politically sensitive. 
Now, that was the general description. I had no occasion to look at 
them, I never saw them except as a few of them were sealed in an 
envelope and handed to Pat Gray. 

The conversation has to be weighed, the probability of such a con
versation where I said, run out and throw this in the river, has to be 
weighed against what I actually did, which I think the witnesses who 
were in the meeting on the 19th will tell you that I did. 

vVe had had a meeting for two purposes on the 19th, which included 
Mr. Colson, Mr. Kehrli, staff secretary. and Ken Clawson on the White 
House staff. The meeting was for, as I say, two purposes-one, to try 
to determine what the facts were about Howard Hunt's employment 
status, which was very murkr at that point in time, because of some 
lack of documents or some confusion of documents, and things of that 
sort. 

The other purpose was to talk about what to do about this safe which 
had been found on the premises, and apparently had things in it that 
related to Howard Hunt, who was then, if not arrested, at least a prime 
suspect. 

The instructions which we agreed upon at that meeting were that a 
number of people should be present at the OJ)ening of that safe_ We 
knew ve had to haYe something from the GSA because they had to 
open the safe. But in addition to that, I specified to )Ir. Kehrli, being 
present, that Mr. Dean be present and take custody. Then I think :Mr. 
Kehrli suggested that a Secret Service agent be present under the cir
cumstances, because we were breaking into a safe in the TVhite House. 
And that was the arrangement that was agreed upon when we broke 
up on the 19th. 

~[y purpose in doing that was twofold. One. this was a kind of 
extraordinary procedure and I thought there ought to be people who 
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could, one, later on tell what had happened; two, I was concerned 
about the custody of these documents, the chain of evidence, the per
fectibility of proof if the time came and there were documents in there 
that bore on Mr. Hunt's liability. 

So that was done, and it was done, I believe, that same day or that 
evening. 

Senator GURNEY. Yes. 
Mr. EHRLICHMAN . Now, it seems to me that it would have been folly 

for me at some later time, then, to suggest that the briefcase be thrown 
into the floodtide of the Potomac or that these papers be thrown in 
the river, or something of this kind. 

Now, there was in this story also the suggestion of shredding. I donl 
think in my life that I have suggested to anybody that a document be 
shredded. Shredding is just not something that I have ever resorted 
to under any circumstances, nor proposed to anybody under any cir
cumstances. As I said, we have a great disposal system at the "\Vhite 
House. If you really want to get rid of a document, you put it in a 
burn bag and you seal it up and it's never opened again, and it goes 
into a furnace and that is the end of it. 

Senator GURNEY. But to get back to this second meeting when John 
Dean comes to you and tells you, w,e have j!Ot some pretty sensitive 
papers here, and flS he alleges, you say, well, deep-six: this briefcase . 
,vhat's your testimony on tliat? 

Mr. EHRLICIDI.\X. i did not. I have no recollection of that kind of 
n. conversation. 

Se~ator GURNEY. Did you make any other suggestion to him that 
he dtspose of these •papers in any other way1 

Mr. EnnLICHl\L\X. "\Ve discussed what to do about some papers 
which he. told me about in the sa.fo which really should not be leaked. 
Again, we han ~ to come back to onr FBI probiem. And he was genu
inely concerned a.ncl when he explained it to me, I shared his concern~ 
that if these documents were simply wholP.saled to the ·washington 
field office the FBI, we would be reading about it in Time magazine in 
Yel'V short order. 

Senator GunNEY. Now yon are talking about the ones that were 
turned over to Gray1 

·}fr. Emiucnl\I..\X. And so Mr. Dean came np with this idea, turn
ing them OYer to Pat Gray personally. And I certainly concurred in 
it. I thought that was an ideal solution to the problem. 

Sena.tor GuRNEY. Did that come up in this meeting when supposedly 
the deE.>o-six con versa.tion came up 1 

}fr. ErniLICHl\L\X. ,vell, I gathered that that meeting was supposed 
to ham been the meeting when l\fr. Kehrli an<l the others were thert'. 
It would have necessarily been at that meeting, because the die was 
cast thereafter. You know, the 20 bishops had witne:;sed the opening 
of the safe at this point. So it had to be that meeting. 

Now, I do not know what meeting he is referring to. 
Senator GrnxEY. I think he said it was the 21st, 
:\[r. E1mLIC1DL\X. The 21st. 
I met with :\fr. Denn on the 21st in the afternoon. The only thing 

that I can sav to vou is that I certainlv would not have and did not 
propose the <lcstri1ction of those documents. 
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instructed by Haldeman to go through all of :Mr. Haldeman's files 
over the weekend and remove and destroy_ damaging materials. He 
told me that this material included such matters as memorandums from 
the reelection committee, documents relating to wiretap information 
from the DNC, notes of meetings with Haldeman, and a document 
which reflected that Haldeman had instructed Magruder to transfer 
his intelligence gathering from Senator Muskie to Senator :McGovern. 
Strachan told me his files were completely clean. 

I spoke with Mr. Kleindienst and he told me that both the FBI 
and the D.C. Metropolitan Police were investigating, and he assumed 
that the FBI would take full jurisdiction of the case shortly. He also 
alluded to his encounter with Liddy at Burning Tree Country Club, 
but did not explain this in full until I later met with hiin. I do not 
have a record of when I met with Mr. Kleindienst, but it was either 
on Monday, the 19th, or the next day. I will describe that meeting 
shortly. 

I met with Ehrlichman in the mid-afternoon and reported in full 
my conversation with._ Liddy. I also told Ehrlichman about the earlier 
meetings I had attena.ed in Mitchell's office in late January and early 
February and my subsequent conversation with Haldeman. He told 
me he wanted to meet later with Colson and told me to attend. Ehrlich
man also requested that I keep him advised and find out from the 
Justice Department on what was going on. I did not mention my con
versation with Strachan because I assumed that Ehrlichman was aware 
of this from Haldeman himself. 

Later that afternoon I attended a second meeting in Ehrlichman's 
office with Colson. I recall Ehrlichman asking where Hnnt was. I said 
I had no idea and Colson made a similar statement. At that point, be

-fore the meeting had started, Ehrlichman instructed me to call Liddy 
-to have him tel1 Hunt to get out of the country. I did this. without 
even thinking. Shortly after I made the call, however, I ren1ized that 
no one in the ,V11ite House should give such an instmction l.nd raised 
the matter. A brief discussion ensued between Ehrlichman :n:.d myself. 
As I recall, Ehrlichman said that he was not a fugitive from j1{stice, 
so why not. I said that I did not think it was ,·erv wise. At this point, 
Colson chimed in that he also thought it unwise und Ehrlichman 
agreed. I immediately called 'Liddy again to retract the request hut he 
informed me that he had already passed the message and it might be 
too late to retract. 

--- Following this brief telephone skirmish regar<lin.q Hnnt's travel 
plans, the meeting turned to Hunt's status at the ·white House. I had 
learned from Fred Fielding, who I had asked to cherk on it, that Hunt 
had not drawn a check from his White Honse consultantship since late 
:\farch of 19i2. Bnt as far as I knew, the records indicated that Hunt 
was still a 'White House consultant to Colson. After discussions of this 
bv Colson. who at this point was disownin_g Hunt as a rnl'mlwr of his 
staff. Ehrlichman called ::\Ir. Bruce Kehrli and rf>quested that he bring 
Hunt's nersonnel records up to Ehrlichman's office. Before Kehrli ar
rived, Colson raised the matter of Hunt's safP-. Colson. without getting 
specific. said it was imperative that someone gPt tlw <'r,nt<'nts of Hunt's 
safe. Colson suggested. and Ehrlichrnan concurred, that I take custodv 
of the contents of the safe. · 
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Q ·And you desire to proceed without an attorney? 

A That is right. 

Q What are your duties at the White House, Mr. Kehrli? 

A Basically administrative. My title is Special Assis-

tant to the President. My position is one of a staff secre

tary which is kind of the operations officer for the White House 

on a day-to-day basis.· 

It involves making sure that papers that the President 

sees, official papers, are staffed correctly; handling the 

paper flow to the President such as official documents, bills, 

proclamations, things of this nature. Handling the adminis

tration of the White House staff in terms of payroll, office 

space, things of this nature. 

Q How long have you held this position? 

A Since January 1, 1°972. 

Q Who do you report to in this capacity? 

A Well, I did report to Bob Haldeman. I now report to 

General Haig. 

Q Let me direct your attention to June 19th of 1972. 

You had an occasion at that time to go to an office in the 

Old Executive Office Building isn't that correct? 

Q Yes, that is correct. 

Q Is that Room 338? 
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A Yes, it is. 

Q That was the office of Howard Hunt? 

A Yes. 

Q What caused you to go to that office, Mr. Kehrli? . 

A I was requested by John Dean to go to that . office. 

Q When did he make that request to you? 

A In the afternoon at about 2:00 o'clock, I think. I 

am not sure of the correct time. Early afternoon on that 

day. 

Q Would you relate that conversation to us, what took 

place? 

A He just asked me to go the office and see if there 

were any materials or papers left and clean them out. I went 

up to the office. I checked to find only stationery and other 

things of ,that nature in the desk but found a safe in the 

office. 

I had put the stationery in a large box and had it removed 

to a -room in EOB, Executive Office Building. I had the safe 

taken to that same area. 

Q Did you do this by yourself? 

A No, I did that with GSA personnel. 

Q Do you recall who they were? 

A No, I don't. 
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Q What time was this you removed this, about 2:30 

in tht>. afternoon? Is that correct? 

A It was probably around -- immediately after my 

discussions with Mr. Dean. 

Q - What happened when you took the safe to the _ Old 

Executive Office Building? 

A We were in the Old Executive Office Building. We 

took it to the fifth floor. I then checked with the GSA 

· representative and with the Secret Service represent ,ative to 

see if they h a.d a combination for the safe. 

Q What did you find out? 

A That they did not. 

Q Was it a GSA safe? 

A It was. 

Q And they did not have the combination? 

A No, which is not unusual. 

Q Then what took place? 

A Then I asked them to open the safe and to give me 

a call because John Dean had said he wanted to be there when 

the safe was opened and I waited. I got a call, let's see 

at about -- it was early evening, from one of the -- I think 

it was the FBI agent. 

When the safe was opened they had a Secret Service agent 

ther~ and the fellow actually op e ned the safe. They had people 
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to protect themselves against any problems, things missing 

out of the safe. 

Q' Do you know who the Secret Service agent was? 

A Baker, as I remember. 

He called and said, "We have opened the safe. There is a 

gun in the safe. You better come up and take a look at it." 

So at that point I tried to reach Mr. Dean. I was unable 

to reach him and reached Mr. Fielding and we went up. We 

both arrived. It took me a couple of hours to track down 

Fielding and we went up there I think around 7:30 or 8:00 

o'clock. At that point 

Q Were you there before he was? 

A No. 

Q You got there at the same time? 

A Approximately the same time. I think we may have 

seen each other coming down the hall toward the safe. I 

don't really remember at this point but it was approximately 

the same time. 

From there the GSA or the fellow who opened the safe and 

the Secret Service agent left. We took the material out of 

the safe, put it in a couple of boxes that we had there, 

called GSA people to come up and take it from there to my 

office because that was the most secure area there in the 
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Q Was there a deputy at that point? 

A No, there was not. 

Q So you were th.a second in command at that point? 

A Yes. 

Q W~re you hired by Mr. Dean? 

A Yes) Si+• t'7ell; ! . was hired by Mr~ Dt!an. H~ is the 

one who int~rviewed me and offered me the position. 

Q Had you known Mr. Daan pribr to this? 

A I had not. 

Q Let 1 s address your atteintion to June 19, 19.72. On 

that occasion, you had the occasion to go to itr. Hunt's office; 

is that correct? 

A That. is not correct. Tc, the best of rny knowledge, I 

have never been in .MI. Eunt 's office • . June 19-tl) ., just so I am 

sure, that was Monday? 

Q; Y~s, it wo~ld hava . been Monday, tha 19th. 

A I , just wanted to ni.ake sure. On June th~ 19th, ti'1..e 

evening of .;rune the 19th, I had o(:casion to go to the fifth 

flco:r of the Old Executive Office Building to a rccon. I .:>:m 

just not zure cd: th$ rcom number. It was net N::. Hunt• 3 .of fie ~~ .. 
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Q 

A Y,E:!$, to tht, bto!St of my knowledge. 

Q l'7ould you t.ell us what happen-ed when y.ou arrived there. 

A When! arrived there, Mr. Bruce Kehrli, who was at 

that time a·staff:·secreta,ry at the White House office, W;\S 

present, a GSA 2:1:~p:1.·es,entati ve, I l:)elieva, was in the hallway 

and, to the hest CJf my r·ecolh)ction, there was a S.ec:ret Service 

agent present. •11).'1{:~re was a safe in that room which had just 

been drilled by a t.eam of people from one of tl1e safe companies. 

Q Do you kimtv who they were? 

A No. 

Q Do you know who the Secret Servic·e man was? 

A No, I don't. 

Q The only person you knew was Mr. K?hrli? 

A And 'the GSA representative. 

Q You knew him? 

Q that? 
•-'• 

Sf)O::.I l:id N~ f) .,-:.,: PN··F.fl*;f•!J ;,~ 
A Hr. Charlaa Rotchford, I believe. 

1'\.. 
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Fred Fielding Deposition, May 15, 1973 

an inch. One of the drawers was open approximatelr an inch. 

Q The team had already left that drilled the safe; is 

that correct? 

A Yes. 

Q .Approximately what time was this? 

A I would say it was approximately 7:30. 7:·30 to 8:00 

o'clock in the evening. 

Q What caused you to go to that room in the Old Execu-

tive Office Building? 

A I was in my office working sometime around 7:00 

o'clock. I got a phone call from Mr. Kehrli who was trying to 

reach Mr. Dean. Mr. Dean was not· in the off ice at the time. I 

tried to reach him and couldn't. Mr. Kehrli advised me that 

they had Mr. Hunt' s safe in this room, 522, and it had been 

drilled and that Mr. Dean had asked that he be pres~t niien 

the safe was opened. I then tried to find Mr. Dean and could 

not, and I knew that Mr. Kehrli had came in from his home upon 

advice that the safe was open, so I said, "Well, if Mr. Dean 

wants somebody to be up there, I'll come up there." That's 

how I ended in Room 522. 

Q The safe was then open, I assume, when you were there? 

A Yes. By way of backgrmmd, it is my tmderstanding , 

and I didn't know this at the time, that the Secret Service 

retyped from indistinct original 
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~:_: ·/------

DOoen-i_ng Statement of Charles W. Colson 
Before Select Com~ittee on Presidential 
amoaign Activities, United States Senate 

I appreciate the opportunity to present this opening 

statement to your Committee. I shall first attempt to the best 

of my recollection to recount my knowledge of the events 

surrounding the Watergate Affair. 

I will also attempt, if I may, to give this C8:r.mittee 

some insight into the mood and atmosphere ~n,ich existed in 

the White House during the Nixon years. I have followed ynur 

proceedings to date; it is clear that you are seeking to deter-

mine not only what in fact happened, but why and hmv these 

things could have happened. 

AS TO THE FACTS: 

I first heard that there had been a burglary at the 

Dci'.locrct:ic l:c1tional Co:Tcc,1ittee h02dqu21rters on the raclio. It 

·.:2-~· S~t'.:urd.J.y, Jurte 17, l972. I thought it was n8 more than 2-::1 

ordin2ry Lu=gl~ry -- one mare adJition to the D. C. crime 
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take steps to formally process Hunt's 

termination, such as the cancellation 

of his White House pass, the surrender 

of documents, etc. 

r· We learned -- to my surprise that Mr. 

L 

Hunt still maintained a safe in an office 

in the Executive Office Building. I sug

gested to Dean that he take custody of. 

the safe. I was certain in my own mind 

that there would be an investigation if 

the facts established that ·Hunt had had 

any connection with the Watergate break

in. It was my view that the Wnite House 

counsel had a responsibility to secure 

the safe and any other evidence. Con

trary to Mr. Dean's testimony (TR 2169), 

I had had no communications from Hunt 

over that weekend; no . one suggested that 

I remove anything from the safe. I 

never saw the safe nor was I aware of 

the contents of the safe. As a matter 

of fact, it wai not until late June, 

a.Ctcr publication cf a Scripp?-How:1rd 
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16. Immediately before the meeting specified in paragraph 14, John 

Dean asked Gordon Liddy to advise Howard Hunt that he should leave the 

country. Liddy contacted Hunt and told him that "they" wanted Hunt to 

get out of town. Dean states that he took th is action on instructions 

from Ehrlichman, and that Dean retracted his instruction shortly after 

he gave it. Ehrlichman has denied that he gave such instructions. 
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instructed by Haldeman to go through all of Mr. Haldeman's files 
over the weekend and remove and destroy damaging materials. He 
told me that this material included such matters as memorandums from 
the reelection committee, documents relating to wiretap information 
from the DNC, notes of meetings with Haldeman, and a document 
which refl.eoted that Haldeman had instructed :Magruder to transfer 
his intelligence gathering from Senator Muskie to Senator McGovern. 
Strachan told me his files were completely clean. 

I spoke with Mr. Kleindienst and he told me that both the FBI 
and the D.C. Metropolitan Police were investigating, and he assumed 
that the FBI would take foll jurisdiction of the case shortly. He also 
alluded to his encounter with Liddy at Burning Tree Country Club, 
but did not explain this in full until I later met with hiin. I do not 
have a record of when I met with Mr. Kleindienst, but it was either 
on Monday, the 19th, or the next day. I will de.scribe that meeting 
shortly. 

I met with Ehrlichman in the mid-afternoon and reported in full 
my conversation with Liddy. I also told Ehrlichman about the earlier 
meetings I had attended in Mitchell's office in late ,January and early 
February and my subsequent conversation with Haldeman. He told 
me he wanted to meet later with Colson and told me to attend. Ehrlich
man also requested that I keep him advised and find out from the 
Justice Department on what was going on. I did not mention my con
versation with Strachan because I assumed that Ehrlichman was aware 
f this from Haldeman himself. 

~--• Later that afternoon I attended a second meeting in Ehrlichman's 
office with Colson. I recall Ehrlichman asking where Hnnt was. I said 
I had no idea and Colson made a similar statement . At that point. be
fore the meeting had started, Ehrlichman instructed me to call Liddy 
to have him tell Hunt to get out of the country. I did this. without 
even thinking. Shortly after I made the call, however, I re:i..lized that 
no one in the "\Vhite House should give such an instmction tind raised 
the matter . A brief discussion ensued between Ehrlichman :rnd myself. 
As I recall, Ehrlichman said that he was not a fu,1Jitive from jn:stice, 
so why not. I said that I did not think it was Yer:r wise. At this point, 
Colson chimed in that he also thought it unwise and Ehrlichman 
agreed. I immediately called 'Liddy again to retract the request but he 
informed me that he had already passed the message and it might be 
too late to retract. 

Following this brief telephone skirmish regardin~ Hunt's traYel 
plans, the meeting turned to Hunt's status at the White Honse. I had 
learned from Fred Fielding, who I had asked to che~k on it, that H1mt . 
had not drawn a check from his "\Vhite House consnltantship since late 
)Iarch of 1972. But as far as I knew, the records indicated that Hunt 
was still a White House consultant to Colson. After discussions of this 
bv Colson. who at this point was disowning Hunt as a 111i-mher of his 
staff, Ehrlichman called Mr. Rrnce Kehrli and r~uested that he bring 
Hunt's nersonnel records up to Ehrlichman's office. Before Kehrli ar
rived, Colson raised the matter of Hunt's saf P.. Colson, without getting .•. 
specific, said it was imperative that someone gPt tlw ".Ont<'nts of Hnnt's 
safe. Colson sng!!ested. and Ehrlichman concurred, that •I take custody 
of the contents of the safe. 
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were apprehended inside the offices of the Democratic National 

Committee --

Mr. Hunto Yes, sir. 

Mr. Lackritz. - could you please describe from that point 

on what your reaction was, and what you did after that? 

Mr. Bittman. You want to go through the whole thing again? 

Mr. Lackritz. Off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. Lackritz. Back on the record. 

Mr. Hunt. After the men were apprehended and I had gone 

over to the Howard Johnson Motel, I then went to the White House 

and took out $10,000 from the cash box. I put $1,500 in my 

own pocket, took $8,500, and after making a call from my Mullen 

Company office to Mrs. Barker in Miami to advise her of the 

situation, and to suggest she get in touch with Mrs.Caddy; 

I then went to Mr. Caddy's apartment and gave him $8,500. After 

he had secured an attorney named Rafferty, after many hours 

of telephoning members of his firm that might, or might not be 

available, I departed for my home. 

I'm trying 

19th, I was 

out of town. 

to keep it in the money context. On Monday, 

told by Mr. Liddy that they wanted me to get 

Mr. Lackritz. Now, Monday the 19th, when did you see 

Mr. Liddy? 

Mr. Hunt. It was, I gather, around 11, 11:30 in the 

Indistinct document retyped by 
House Judiciary Committee staff 
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morning. He called me and asked me to meet him down at the 

corner by the USIA Building, which is about 19th and Pennsylvania 

Avenue. 

It was very mysterious, we walked, and he talked; and he 

said, "We want you to get out of town right away", and I expressed 

surprise a t that. 

I said, "Well, what is the purpose, where do you want me 

to go", and he said, "Well -- I sa:i.d, "What excus e would I 

have for going". He said, "Well, your wife is in Europe, why 

don't you go over and visit her for a while, spend the rest of 

the summer over there, it's a free vacation". 

I said, "Well, I still have two children here in th e 

United States"; so we went on in that vain [sic] and it had been 

decided. He wasn't specific as to who had instru cted him to 

get in touch with me, but he said, "All expenses will be paid, 

everything will be taken care of"; and I said, 'What I need right 

· now is an attorney, you know, he has been out to vi.sit me; 

I communicated with him telephonically over the weekend." 

I went home in due course and began packing, and within 

a period of 45 minutes --

Mr. Lackritz. Before you get into that, when you met with 

Mr. Liddy on the street corner he said "they wanted you to get 

out of town", who were "they"? 

Mr. Hunt. I assumed it to be the Mitchell, Magruder, Dean 

group, whom I identified as the principals. 

Indistinct document retyped by 
House Judiciary Committee staff 
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Mr. Lackritzo You identified these individuals that you 

just named as being Mr. Liddy's principals? 

Mr. Hunt. Yes. 

Mro Lackritz. I see. Did you ask Mr. Liddy specifically 

who "they" were? 

Mr. Hunt. No, I did not at that time. We, both of us, 

were in a pretty emotional state at that point, and he felt 

it was imparative[sic], he was relaying instructions to me to get 

out of town. I resisted that instruction, I wanted legal 

representation. 

He overcame my reluctance and I said, "All right, I've got 

a pretex [sic] for going up to New York over night - in fact I did 

have a conference slated for the following day in New York. 

So, I went up to New York and telephoned my wife in London the 

following day oh, it was after I got home that Mr. Liddy 

rescinded the order. I was just about packed, though I had no 

intention of going abroad; I didn't actually take my passport 

out of the drawer. 

I said, "Well, I'm very concerned over the mental processes, 

or the rationale of people who tell me to get out of town, 

nothing else will do; and suddenly, 45 minutes later, the order 

is rescinded." 

I said, "What I'm going to do, you persuaded me that there 

may be a reason for me to get out of town." I said, "I've 

already told my employer I'm going out of town, so I'm in 

Indistinct document retyped by 
House Judiciary Committee staff 
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nMr. DASH. Now, did you hear from .Mr. Liddy during this period 
. time? 

Mr. Hm,T. ,vhat neriod of time? 
l\Jr. DAsn. Shortly after, around ,June 19 or around that time? 
Mr. HuNT. Yes,sir, I did. 
:Mr. DASH. What, if anything, did he tell you? 
l\Ir. HtoxT. Toward midday on the 19th, I got a telephone call from 

him at my :Mullen Co. office saying that he needed urgently to meet me. 
We met at the corner of the USIA building, which I believe is at lith 
and Pennsyl rnnia A Ye. We met, walked around the block. During the 
course of the conversation. he told me that it was necessarv for me to 
ge<t. out of town, that "they" wanted me to get out of town. V 

Mr. DAsH. Did he indicate who ''they" were? 
Mr. HUNT. Not at that time. 
l\Ir. DASH. Then, was it a fact that that particular order was 

resci...rided? 
Mr. HUNT. He told me that it was. 

L 
l\:fr. D.\SH. No'Y· in fact, you did learn 'Washington, did you not 1 
Mr. HUNT. I did. 
Mr. DAsH. And did you ultimately go to California? 
·Mr. HUNT. I did. 
Mr. DASH. At that time, did you make arrangements to obtain 

Counsel~ 
Mr. HuNT. I obtained local counsel in California, but not ,vashing-

ton counsel. , 
Mr. DASH. ,vell, in California, who did you meet, what California 

counsel 1 
Mr. HuxT. I was staying at the home of an attorney, an old friend 

named :Morton B. Jackson. Mr. Liddy appeared out thei·e unannounced 
on .June 21. I reiterated my request to him that he or somebody obtain 
counsel for me in the ·washington area. :Mr. Liddy gan me $1,000 and 
said, this will help ,vith ,Jackson. 

I thereupon gave the $1,000 in cash to l\Ir. ,Jackson, retaining him as 
my counsel on the west coast. 

Mr. DASH. And did Mr. ,Jackson refer vou to any ,vashington 
lawved • 

l\fr. HuxT. In due course, he did. 
l\fr. Ds\SU. Yes, and what lawyer was that? 
Mr. HuxT. He referred me some time later to two attornevs. neither 

of whom were known to, I belie\'e, either l\Ir. ,Jackson or myself. Sim
ply through an alphabetical process, I dt>cided to retain, to inquire of 
l\fr. Bittman whether or not he ,vould he interested in representmg me. 

Mr. DASH. And did you retain l\Ir. William Bittman? 
.Mr. HuxT. I did. , 
Mr. DASH. · And when did you first meet l\[r. Rittman in 

,Yashington? 
Mr. HuxT. On the night of ,July~. 
l\f r. DASH. What was your understanding, l\fr. Hunt, concerning 

legal fees and support of your family that you would recei,·e? ·what 
genera 1 understanding did you ha n.~? 

:Mr. HuxT . .At the time l\fr. Liddy appeared at the home of l\fr. 
,fackson on ,June 21, I raised the question with him, as I had with 
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office, but our office also works 18 hours a day. I have got some very 
loyal, hard-working, dedicated people on my staff but they don't work 
in a vacuum. Every one of them knows what the other one is doing, 
and in our office we don't keep secrets from each other. and when 
something of importance arises that they think I, as a U.S. Senator 
from Georgia, ought to know, they don't conceal it. They bring it to me 
and inform me, and I can act on it intelligently and not in the dark. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield the floor. · 
Senator ERVIN. Senator Gurney. 
Senator GURNEY. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
On June 19, Mr. Ehrlichman, you had a meeting, I believe, with 

Mr. Colson and Mr. Dean. And there has been testimony here that 
there was some discuS::ion at that meeting about instructions to Mr. 
Hunt to leave the country. Can you shed some Hght on this~ 

Mr. EHRLICHMAN. I believe I can, Senator. There were two other 
people at that meeting also, Mr. Kehrli, the staff secretary, and Mr. 
Clawson. I think the first time I heard this story about getting Hunt 
out of the country, and I take it that is what you are referring to, 
was sometime this year, either late in March or early in April, when 
Mr. Dean in my office told me I had said that .. He said very dramati
cally, 

I went to that telephon,! over there to the corner of your office and I picked 
it up and called somebodir and sent Hunt out of the country and you remem· 
ber that just a half hour later we decided that we shouldn't do that and I went 
back and called it off. 

Senator GURJ'oo""EY. When did this meeting occur? 
Mr. EHRLICHMAN. Dean is recounting this to me this year. 
Senator GURNEY. Ye,s. 
Mr. EHRUCHMAN. Sometime late March, early April, someplace in 

there. I said, "John, I don't think that ever happened. When is that 
supposed to have happ,ened ?" 

He said, "That was at the meeting where we talked about Hunt 
and his pliizht and his safe and you remember that." 

And I said, "No, sir. I sure don't." 
Now, coming off of that encounter. I thou/Q'ht it was a dead issue 

until after the President had talked with Henry Petersen around 
April 15, someplace in there, and the President then said to me, "The 
prosecutor says vou tried to get Hunt out of the country." 

And I said. "No. sir .. " 
Now. I called Mr. TCehrli and I called Mr. Clawson and I called 

Mr. Colson. and I said. "What do you remember about this meeting. 
this is supnosed to hav11 happened?" 

8enat-0r GUR~'EY. This is after von and Dean had vour confronfation. 
Mr. EHRLICHMAN. And after l had been informed that he had ap

parently given this storv to the prosecutor. And each of them. Kehrli 
and Clawson said. no. Clawson said first. "What do vou want me to 
remember" or somethin~ to that effect, and I said. '"I want vou to 
re~ember everything that happened four square because this is some
thmg I am drawing a nlan on." 

And he said. "It didn't happen as far as I can recall." 
But anvway I got to Mr. Colson and he said. "Thnt dirln't happen 

in your office. thnt hanpened in my officf'." And he said. "I had a con
versation with ,fohn Dean about that and I told .Tohn Dean. 'For good-
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ness sakes, if you try to send Hunt out of the country tum it off. 
It is a dumb idea.' And he did." 

Senator GURNEY. How did Colson know that Dean had tried to tell 
Hunt to get out of the country or told him to get out of the country? 

Mr. EHRLICH}IAN. Because Colson said, "He tried to peddle that 
story to me." 

Senator GURNEY. When did he try to peddle that story? 
Mr. EHRLICHlIAN. He didn't tell me. But then in checking around a 

bit I discovered that in this time era, Mr. Dean was apparently salting 
the mine a little bit. He was getting around and suggesting events to 
different people. He did the same tliing with Mr. Haldeman, I under
stand, and these-

Senator GunxEY. On theHuntagain? 
Mr. EHRLICHMAN. No; this was on something else, and I can't 

remember what it was but I just remember Haldeman saying, ''Well, 
that happened, you know he was in here peddling one of these stories 
to me." 

Senator GmurnY. This is all during the period of )larch and April, 
somewhere in there. 

Mr. EHRLICHlIAN. 'ibis was after the Camp David attempt by ::\Ir. 
Dean to collect his thoughts. 

Senator GURNEY. I see. 
Mr. EHRLICHlIAN. And so, anyway, Colson told me this, and that 

concluded the matter as far as I was concerned in corroborating my 
absence of any recollection of such a thing having happened. But 
apparently there was 3: pattern through those weeks of Dean trying to 
assert these sort of antics to the landmark across the landscape. 

Senator GURNEY. Did you go back to Dean after that and say, "I 
checked this story on you and it never happened. 1V'hy are you telling 
me this?" 

Mr. EHRLICHlIAN. No: by that time Mr. Dean and I were not com-
municating with one another. . 

Senator GURNEY. What other things did he try to peddle, to whom? 
Mr. EHRLIC1DIAN. Other than this particular tale to Mr. Colson and 

me and the one about Mr. Haldeman which I am sorrv to sav I can~t 
recall. The deep-six business of the disposal of the doci.1ment ·was also 
given to the prosecutors and came back to me the same way. That he 
did not try to plant on me that I can recall. • 

Senator GURNEY. Why would he plant the Hunt story, I mean what 
purpose would that serve? 

.Mr. EHRLICHlI~N. I confess, I don't know except-well, this is really 
re.mote, but I do understand that in fact Mr. Dean did make the call to 
have Hunt leave the country, and like some othP,r episode that we dis
cussed the other day he has tried apparently to tie events of that kind 
to someone else's anthoritv. w 

Now, I don't know the ·date of the actual call but I hare heard and, 
as I say this is really secondhand, that Hunt got such a call, either got 
it from Dean or on Dean's sav-so and ifs a little bit like the McC01·d
Caulfield situation, he is tying it back to me. 

Senator G~NEY. As far as yon are concerne1l you n~,·er g:n-e him 
that instrnct10n 1 

Mr. EnnLICIDL\N. Correct. 
Senator Gun,rnr. At this .Tune l!) meeting or :my other meetin(J'? 
l\fr. EunLICHl\L\N. That is correct. le> 
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EXHIBIT No. 108 

Conversation with Ken Clawson 
C. Clawson .. 
E. Ehrlichman. 

E. 
C. 
E. 

C. 
E. 
C. 
E. 

C. 

E. 

C. 
E. 

C. 
E. 
C. 

E. 

C. 

E. 
C. 
E. 

C. 
E. 

C. 

E. 
r. 
E. 

C. 
E. 

You called me? 
No I didn't call you. 
I'm sorry. I got a message at home to call you. I'll be jiggered. Is this Ken 
Clawson. 
Unless it was Jim Clawson. 
Couldn't have been. Isn't that strange. Gee I hope I didn't wake you up. 
I'm out of it with this damn cold. 
Oh, that's too bad. While I have you could I ask you something. I'm awfully 
sorry to bother you. You may recall a meeting in my office which I think 
you sort of convened to talk about a press report during the Watergate 
aftermath, when it broke, a press report about Hunt's safe being in the 
White House. And you and Chuck and Bruce Kehrli came up here and met 
with Dean and me to talk about what you know what our response should 
be and so forth. Do you remember that? 
Vaguely. I remember better an earlier meeting in which the question was 
should ·we gh'e out Hunt's dates of employment and what 'Charley's role was 
in hiring him. 
Yeah. Well, this focuses particularly on what we ought to do about the 
eontents of the safe, what we ought to say to the press, what we ought to do 
about Hunt and so forth. Do you have any present recollection of that? 
A vague memory, yeah, but I don't recall any of the details of it. 
Well, it's interesting because Dean who as you know has talked to the U.S. 
Attorney at great length, cites some comments of :mine in that meeting as 
evidence of corrupt attitude on my part and I'm looldng for anybody who can 
help me to recall what took place there. 
That's a helluva note, John. 
I agree. 
If you want me to be fol'thwith and straightforward with you, I'll recollect 
anything you want me to. 
Well, no, let me, let me tell you what my problem is and then you can ... 
I've got to tell what I recall and what I don't recall. He alleges that I said 
two things at that meeting. One that we ought to deep six the contents of the 
safe, quote, unquote. And, two, that we ought to get Hunt to leave the 
eountry. 
Oh, I could ... listen, John, if anything like that. If either one of those 
two things were said that would be vivid in my mind,. 
I would think so. I would think so. 
And that's objectively. 
Now, in point of fact, Dean phoned Liddy and asked Liddy to bave Hunt 
leave the country. 
That's new news to me. 
Yeah, but you see this ... and what he's doing is saying well I was just 
being a good German and carrying out orders. 
No, I would have absolutely no trouble in rememoering either one of those 
two things had that been said. 
Well, OK. 
I would just remember that. 
Yeah, that's a fairly dramatic event. OK, thank you very much. Awfully 
sorry to have bothered you. I just don't understand. 
If there's anything I can do in this thing, please let me . 
I will. I will. Thank you, Ken. 
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Conversation with Chuck Colson, April 17, 1973. 
C. Colson. 
H. Holly Holm (Colson's secretary). 
E. Ehrlichman. 

E. Hello. 
H. Hello, Mr. Colson's office. 
E. Yes, this is John Ehrlichman. 
H. 'Hi, Mr. Ehrlichman. 
E. Mr. Colson in? 
H. Yes, just a minute please. 
C. Hello. 
E. 'Hi. 
C. Hi, John. I'll be over about 11 it that's convenient. 
E. Fine, ·that's very good. 
C. Two quick questions, though. One thing I should tell you is •that our great 

find last night really started accelerating. Something coming out this morn
ing. Dean involved. Now I notice the LA Times has it this morning but 
·the people that Shapiro has bei>..n getting information from, you know, the 
town is buzzing with, is alive with the story, so I don't think we have a 
helluva lot of time. 

E. All right. 
C. I just thought 1'd let you know that. 
E. I appreciate it. 
C. Did he, when he went over there, was he given any immunity? 
E. Not yet. 

What they've done, apparently. 
C. They shouldn't give it to him. 
E. I know it. What they said to him is that unless he turns up corroborated 

evidence against Haldeman and me. 
C. Is that who he's trying to make? 
E. Sure. 
C. Who, Dean is? 
E. Yep. 
C. That's John Mitchell again. Son of a bitch. 
E. Unless he does that he doesn't get immunity. Now my grapevine tells me that 

you are going to be summoned over there today. 
C. Oh, really? 
E. Yep. And that ,they're going to ask you about a meeting in my office which 

Dean has highlighted as the central gemstone in the case against me and 
so just in case you get hauled over there before 11 o'clock, maybe I'd bette'r 
tell you about it. It was a meeting that Kehrli, Clawson, you, Dean and 
I had here. 

C. I wasn't there. 
E. In my office. 
C. I was not there. Dean tried this one out on me Friday night, and I said the 

only thing I can ever recall, John, is ·I once told you I thought it was a 
stupid, god-damn thing for Hunt to be unavailable. 

E. ,vell, that's the meeting where supposedly I ordered him to tell Hunt to 
leave the country. 

C. Never heard that. And I 'Will SO state under oath·. 
E. Or that I admonished everyone that we ought to figure out some way ·to 

deep six the contents of Hunt's safe. 
C. No. No way. I was the one who said go get 'Hunt's safe and be sure it's 

preserved for the FBI. 
E. Right. 
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C. A. and B it's stupid to get another country. But that was in my office, not 
yours. And you weren't present. 

C. I can handle •that one easily . 
E. But you were not in a meeting here? 
C. Well, I may have been but I sure don 't remember that. 
E. That's the way. OK. 
C. All right? I can handle that. 
E . Thank you, I'll see you at 11. 
C. There's a couple of things you and I need .to do· to protect each other's flank 

here but we'll talk about that, ,but no, I'm serious. 
E. Fair enough. 
C. Let's get it clearly understood that son of a bitch doesn't get immunity. 

I want to nail him. 
E. Well I'm doing my best. 
C. No, I want to nail him. I'll take immunity first. 
E. OK. 
C. All right? · 
E. All right. 
C. Thanks. 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

~ED STATES OF AMERICA 
Criminal No. -: 1,'1 

~- j_ .. ...) 

v. 
Violation of 18 U.S.C. 

JOHN N. MITCHELL, HARRY R. 
HALDEM~"'\.N, JOHN D. EHRLICHt-:AN, 
CHARLES W. COLSON, ROBERT C. 
MARDIAN, KENNETH W. PARKINSON, 
and GORDON STRACHAN, 

Defendants. 

L INDICTMENT 

The Grand Jury charges: 

Introduction 

§§ 371, 1001, 1503, 1621, 
and 1623 (conspiracy, 
false statements to a 
government agency, ob
struction of justice, 
perjury and false 
declarations.) 

F ! L 
·/,-/? 1 

1. On or about June 17, 1972, Bernard L. Barker, 

Virgilio R. Gonzalez, Eugenio R. Martinez, James W. McCord, 

Jr. and Frank L. Sturgis were arrested in the offices of 

the Democratic National Conunittee, located in the Water

gate office building, Washington, D. C. i while attempting 

to photograph documents and repair a surreptitious elec

tronic listening device which had previously been placed 

in those offices unlawfully. 

2. At all times material herein, the United 

States Attorney's Office for the District of Columbia and 

the Federal Bureau of Investigation were parts of the De

partment of Justice, a department and agency of the United 

States, and the Central Intelligence Agency was an agency 

of the United States. 

3. Beginning on or about June 17, 1972, and con

tinuing up to and· including the date of the filing of this 
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of Columbia, both prior to a.nd subse

quent to the return of the indictment 

on September 15, 19 72. 

(f) The conspirators would make and 

cause to be made offers of leniency, exe

cutive clemency and other benefits to 

E .. Howard Hunt, Jr., G. Gordon Liddy, 

James W. McCord, Jr., and Jeb S. Magruder. 

(g) The conspirators would attempt 

to obtain CIA financial assistance for 

persons who were subjects of the investi

gation referred to in paragraph three (3) 

above. 

(h) The conspirators would obtain 

information from the FBI and the Department 

of Justice concerning the progress of the 

investigation referred to in paragraph 

three (3) above. 

18. In furtherance of the conspiracy, and to 

effect the objects thereof, the following overt acts, 

among others, were committed in the District of Columbia 

and elsewhere: 

[jVERT ACTS 

1. On or about June 17, 1972, JOHN N. MITCHELL 

met with ROBERT C. MARDIAN in or about Beverly Hills, 

California, and requested MARDIAN to tell G. Gordon 

Liddy to seek the assistance of Richard G. Kleindienst, 

then Attorney General of the United States, in obtainlng 

the release of one or more of the persons arrested in 

connection with the Watergate break-in. 
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2. On or about June 18, 1972, in the District 

of Columbia, GORDON STRACHAN destroyed documents on the 

instructions of HARRY R. HALDEMAN. 

3. On or about June 19, 1972, JOHN D. EHRLICHMAN 

met with John W. Dean, III, at the White House in the 

District of Colwnbia, ~t which time EHRLICHMAN directed 

Dean to tell G. Gordon Liddy that E. Howard Hunt, Jr., 

should leave the United States. 

4. On or about June 19, 1972, CHARLES W. COLSON 

and JOHN D. EHRLICHMAN met with John W. Dean, III, at 

the White House in the District of Columbia, at which time 

EHRLICHMAN directed Dean to take possession of the con

tents of E. Howard Hunt, Jr.'s safe in the Executive 

Office Building. 

5. On or about June 19, 1972, ROBERT C. MARDIAN 

and JOHN N. MITCHELL met with Jeb S. Magruder at MITCHELL's 

apartment in the District of Columbia, at which time 

MITCHELL suggested that Magruder destroy documents from 

Magruder's files. 

6. On or about June 20, 1972, G. Gordon Liddy 

met with Fred C. LaRue and ROBERT C. MARDIAN at.LaRue's 

apartment in the District of Columbia, at which time 

Liddy told LaRue and MARDIAN that certain "commitments" 

had been made to and for the benefit of Liddy and other 

persons involved in the Watergate break-in. 

7. On or about June 24, 1972, JOHN N. MITCHELL 

and ROBERT C. MARDIAN met with John W. Dean, III, at 1701 

Pennsylvania Avenue in the District of Columbia, at which 

time MITCHELL and MARDIAN suggested to Dean that the CIA 

be requested to provide covert funds for the assistance of 

the persons involved in the Watergate break-in. 
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White House. 

Q In what context did that interest express itself? 

A He said a.friend of hi.shad developed a de~ice, which, 

as he described it, was very, very sophisticated in the realm 

of electronic surveillance. He said it could be attached to a 

piece of furniture, that it was voice actuated so that the bat

teries or whatever power source it had would be preserved and 

that it was invulnerable to an el,~c:tx·onic sweep and suggested 

that maybe some of our: clierd..f, would be interested in knowing 

about the Hxist:ellce of thiB device. If they were, he said he 

couJd introd.1.me them t.o th,~ indi\Fidual who had developed it. 

I checked and none of crur clients had any interest in it. 

Q Did he ever show you one of these devices? 

A No. 

Q Did he crvi;;~r show you any kind of el<~ctronic equipment? 

l\. No. 

r saw 

Q When was the fb.·Bt time afb2:r ,June 17, 197 2, when you 

Mr. Hunt ·? 

A The following Monday morninq when I got to work. 

Q Was he already there? 

A Yes. 

0 What time did you get to ,;m~k that morning? 

A I can't recall specifically. 9:00, 9:15. 
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Q Prior to this conversation with Mr. Gregory on that 

Wednesday, had you had any indication of any of the kinds .of 

work that Mr. Hunt was doing? 

A Only that he was involved in the campaign. 

Q You had no indication then that his work may have 

involved bugging, wiretapping and the like? 

A No. 

Q On Monday, the 19th, when you saw Mr. Hunt, did you 

have any discussion with him then concerning the problem that 

Tom Gregory was having? 

A No. 

Q Did you raise the question with him? 

A •No. 

Q Did you have the opportunity on that Monday to dis-

cuss that problem with him? 

A I suppose I did, but, that not being the principal 

item of concern that day, I didn't think to bring it up. 

Q The principal item that day was the newpaper reports, 

the stories about the Watergate break-in? 

A That's correct, plus the fact that there were two 

FBI agents that came to the office to see Mr. Hunt. That kind 

of cleared everything else away. 

Q What time did those FBI agents get there? 
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A Around noon. 

Q Prior to noon, you talk ed to Mr. Hunt, but he did not 

want to discuss anything; is that correct? 

A That's correct. 

Q You did not take that opportunity at that time to " 

discuss Mr. Gregory's problem? 

A That's correct. 

Q What did Mr. Hunt do at the office that morning? 

A I don't know. I had a very busy morning, which was 

why I couldn't take the time to probe with him further and 

spent the morning in my own office working on my own problems. 

Q Did Mr. Hunt remain at the office all day? 

A No. As I left for lunch, he joined me on the elevator 

saying that he was going out to his oculist to get his glasses 

and that he might not be back that afternoon, the oculist shop 

being in Rockville. When I got back from lunch, the FBI agents 

were there and Howard was not. 

Q Did you go to lunch with Mr. Hunt? 

A No. 

Q You simply left the building together; is that correct? 

A Yes, that's correct. He came back later that after-

noon and I told him that the FBI was loo k ing for him. 

Q What did he say? 
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A He said, "I have no reason to talk to them." "I 

don't have to talk to them," I think was his exact phrase. 

Q Did he again leave the office that afternoon? 

A Ye•, he did. 

Q Thereafter, did you receive any telephone calls from 

anyone? 

A Yes. Gordon Liddy called. 

Q About what time did Mr. Liddy call? 

A I would guess this would be in the late afternoon. 

3:30 or 4:00 o'clock. 

Q On what telephone did Mr. Liddy call? 

A He called through the regular switchboard. That is, 

through the r~gular phone system. 

Q How busy was Mr. Hunt's private telephone that after-• 

noon while he wasn't there? 

A I do not know. , 

Q What did Mr. Liddy want to do? Did he want to talk 

to Mr. Hunt? 

A Yes. 

Q Did you speak with Mr. Liddy? 

A Yes. 

Q Did he ask to speak to you after he found out that 

Mr. Hunt was not present? 
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A I believe so. Again, that would have been handled 

by the secretary. 

Q What was the nature of the conversation? 

A He wanted to know where Howard was. 

Q What did you tell him? 

A I told him that as far as T knew Howard was at . home, 

that he had left the office telling me that he had planned to 

leave town until the concern about the Watergate had blown,over 

and that he was going home to pack. 

O Did that satisfy Mr. Liddy? 

A Mr. Liddy said, "Will you get in touch with him and 

tell him that the signals have changed and he•s to stay put." 

I called Mr. Hunt's home and gave him that message, whereupon 

he commented, "I wish they'd make up thetr minds." 

Q You called him at home and he was at home at that time · 

A That's right. 

Q Approximately what time was that? 

A That would be in the afternoon immediately after the 

call from Gordon. 

Q Give us that time. 

L A 3:30 or 4:00 o'clock. 

Q Did you have any further conversation that day or that 

• night with Mr. Hunt or Mr. Liddy? 
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17. On the evening of June 19, 1972 John Mitchell met at his 

apartment in Washington, D. C. with John Dean, .Jeb Magruder, Robert 

Mardian and Fred LaRue and discussed the break-in at the DNC head-

quarters. 
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being because I have never quite got to the bottom of it, was after )Ir. 
l\farclian and Mr. LaRue had met with )Ir. Liclcly and )Ir. Liddy 
provided them with quite an extensive story on )Ir. Licldy's acti,·ities. 

:Mr. DASH. ·wm you tell us briefly what that extensirn story 
included? 

:Mr. MITCHELL. We11, it included the fact that·he was involved with 
,other individuals in the ·watergate activity, that he had also made 
surveillance of McGm,·ern headquarters, I believe it was, and that he 
had previously, as part of what has since become known as the 
Plumbers group, acted extensi,·el.v in certain areas while he was at 
th~ ·white House in connection with the Ellsberg matter, in the Dita 
Beard matter and a few of the other little gems. 

Mr. DASH. ,Vhen you say the Ellsberg matter what specifically are 
you referring to 1 

Mr. :MITCHELL. Well, I am referring to, well, it certainly wasn't the 
prosecution. 

Mr. DASH. No. 
Mr. l\f1TCHELL. Obviously it had to do with the surreptitious entry 

of the doctor's office in California. 
Mr. DASH. And when you refer to the Dita Beard matter what spe

cifically did you learn through Mr. LaRue and Mr. )Iarclian? 
Mr. )I1TCHELL. ,ven, if my recollection is correct he was assisting 

· in spiritinl,? her out of wherever they spirited her out of, either New 
York or Washington. . r :Mr. DASH. ,Yas there a meeting in your apartment on the evening 
that you ~rri_,·ed in ,vashington on .June 19, attended by )fr. LaRue, 
Mr. lfarchan, l\Ir. Denn, l\Ir. l\Iagruder-

l\Jr. )[1Tcu1:r.L. Magruder and mvself, that is correct. 
Mr. D.\sH. Do yon recall the ptlrpose of that meeting, the discus

sion thnt. took place there? 
l\fr. ):IITCHt:LL. I recall that we had been trm·elin~ all day and, of 

course. we had verv little information about what the current status 
' was of the entry of the Democratic National Committee. and we met 

at the npartme11t to discuss it. They were. of course, clamoring for a 

L response from the committee becntise of )fr. )IcCord's involvement, 
et cetera, ancl we had quite n g-eneral discussion of the subject matter. 

)fr. DASH. Do you recall anv discussion of the so-called either Gem
stone files or wiretapping files that yon had in your possession 1 

)Ir. )hTCHF.LL. No: I had not heard of the Gemstone files as of that 
meeting- and. as of that elate. I had not heard that anybody there at 
that particular meetin!!' knew of the wiretapping aspects of that or 
had anv connection with it. 

)fr. b.\SH. Did either yon or anvbodv in vonr pr~ence at that meet-· 
in!!' discuss )Ir. Lidfh- h,ixing a good fire at his house? 

Mr. )hTCHF.U .. Not in mv re~·ollection was there :my discussion of 
destruction of documents at that meeting-. 

l\[r. D.\SH. Yon are aware of the t(,stimon_y of Mr. )fagrnder that 
he did get the idea to clestrov the documents and he did in fart burn 
tlrn Ge1\1stone documents? · 

)fr. )frrnn:Lr.. T am aware of his testimonv and I think his testi
mony wa-, one of these general things "It was decided thnt" or some
thing to that rff<,ct hut: to mv rw·ollcction, there was no such discus-
sion· of it. · 
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since this break-in was done in a rather amat eurish way, that possibly 
there was some double--agcnt ucti vity goin g on here, and we were 
honestly concerned about our own files . 
. _ I did ask ::\Ir. Reisner to remO\·:e certain files----my advertising file, 
the budget file, our strategy file, and the Gemstone file. Then I talked 
with him and ::\[r. Odle, and :\Ir. Odle took the Gemston e file home . 

Mr. n\sH. Did you talk to anybody else fr om California ·? 
:Mr. MAGRUDER. ·well, yes, I talked to Powell Moore, as I recall. I 

cannot recall any other specifically-
Mr. DAsu. Did you call ~fr. Strachan? 
Mr. MAGRUDER. Oh, yes, I called Mr. Strachrm that evening. 
Mr. DASH . ·what did you t ell .Mr. Strachan ? 
}fr. 1L\Gnumm. I told him--of course, lw knew no more tlum we 

knew. He knew that they had been apprehernfod, and we lu1d a problem 
and just discussed in a sense that we had a problem, and we did not 
quite kn ow what to do about it. At that fon1:;, ,ve had heard that there 
was some money at that time found on the individuals, and we had 
hup ed that it wn.s money that had been found at the Democratic Na
tional Committee, hut unfortunately, it was our money. So we, in effect, 
just di scw;sed the problem. vVe had no answ en; , obviously, at that time. 

1I r. DASH. Did you receive a call from )fr. H aldeman? 
:\Ir. )bGRmn:n. Yes. The next morning, on Su nday, I received a call 

f rom l\fr . Hald ema n. He asked me what h:Hl happened. Aga in, I told 
him ba sica lly-- --- · 

:\-Ir. DASH. From where was Im calling? 
1\'fr. l\faGRunm . Key Biscayne, Fla. 
He just asked me the basi c background of the break- in und what 

had happened . I :just told him whathad happ ened. He indicated tha.t 
1 should get back to vVashington immediately, since no one in any 
position of authority was at the committee, and to talk with )fr. Dean 
and Mr. Strachan and l\fr. Slo an and other s on :\Iondav to try to find 
out what actually had happened and whose n'loney it was arnl so on. 

:Mr. DAsu. Xow, you did return to "\Yashington '1 
Mr. MAGRUDER . Yes, I did. 
!fr. DAsn. And would you te11 us briefly, hut as specifi ca.lly as you 

can, what you did as soon as you returned to ,vashington and who you 
met with? 

Mr. MAGRUDEn. vVell, on Monday, I met with :\fr. Dean, )fr. Strac
han , i\fr . Sloan, )fr. Liddy. Mr. Liddy and I tlid not reall y haYe too 
much to say to each other. He said he had goofod, and I accepted that 
on fac e value. There really was not much to di scuss at that time. · 

I determined from Mr: Sloan that the mon ey was our money, not 
someone else's money. 

Mr. Dean and I discussed the problem in terms o:f what we were 
going- to do as to )fr. Strachan and I. 

:Mr. DASH. Did you luive a meetin:r on that L'Yl'ning, the cYening-of 
.Tune 19, when yoH came back to " ~ashi11gton, in )fr. )IitchclJ's apart 
ment l 

:\Ir. MAGRtml:'.It. Yes, Mr. Mitchell flew back that )fonda.y with 
:\fr. L11Rue and ::\[r. Mardian. "\Ve met in his apartment with )[r. Dean. 
That wonld ham been 1[r. Mitchell, Mr. LaRne, )fr. Dean, Mr. l\far
dian , and myself; and the general discussion again was, what were 
wr going to do about the problem? It. was again, we had Yery little 
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information. We did not, of course, know what type of investigation 
would then be held. And we talked about types of alternative solutions. 

One solution was recommended in which I was to, of course, destroy 

Lhe Gemstone file. So I called my office and--
Mr. DASH. That solution came up as a result of that meeting1 
l\fr. l\lAaRUDER. ·well, I think yes, it was generally concluded that 

hat file should be immediately destroyed. 
l\Ir . .DASH. Now, as to Mr. Dean's participation, by the way, in these 

meetings, was l\Ir. Dean operating on his own, or what was your 
understanding of Mr. Dean's role at these meetings~ 

l\fr. MAGRUDER. Mr. Dean was the person who had worked with us 
on many of these legal matters. He had brought l\Ir. Liddy to the 
meeting. He was a close associate of ours through :Mr. l\Iitehell, and, 
of course, all of us knew l\fr. Dean very well. And he was one person 
from the "White Hause who worked with us very closely. It was very 
natural for Mr. Dean in this situation to he part of our meetings at 
this point · in time because of his association and of his background. 

)Ir. DASH. And would he, from your understanding, be represent
ing any ·white House interest at these meetings 1 

l\Ir. MAGRUDER. I think JOU would really have to ask l\fr. Dean that 
question. 

Mr. DASH. Now, did you instruct Mr. Reisner to destroy any other 
files 1 

Mr. MAGRUDER. As I recall, ·I asked l\f r. Reisner to cull through 
my files, ,pull out any sensitive material that could be embarrassing 
to us. There was the suit that was placed against us by the Demo
cratic National Commit.tee that asked for immediate disclosure. As 
I recall, we all indicated that we should remove any documents that 
could be damaging, whether they related at all to the W~tergate 
or not. 

·Mr. DASH. ·l\Ir. Sloan has testified ·before the committee, Mr. 
Magruder. that shortly after your return and after the break-in, that 
you asked him to perjure himself concerning the amount of money 
that ,)fr. Sloan had given Mr. Liddy. Could you state your own 
recollection of that discussion with l\fr. Sloan 1 

)fr. )lAGRUDER. ,v ell, the first discussion-we had two meetings on 
l\fonday. The first meeting was when I determined from him that the 
money was our money, and we discussed that in his office. And he 
came up to my office, and in attempting to allay his concerns or to 
help him in some sense, giYe some advice, I think, we talked about 
what would he do about the money. . 

l\Iy understanding of the new election law indicated that he would 
be personally liable for cash funds that were not reported. These 
were not reported funds. So I indicated at that meeting that I thought 
he had a problem and might ha,·e to do something about it. 

He said, you mean commit. perjury? I said, you mip:ht ham to do 
somethin~ like that. to soh·e yonr problem and wry honestly. was doing 
that in good faith to Mr. Sloan to assist him at that time. 

:Kow,· later we met. three times, twice that \H'Pk and once after he 
retunwd from his ,·acation. That was on the subjt•ct of how much 
money had been allocatt•d to )Ir . Licldy. Now, I. in thinking of about 
7 months from the time we authorized tht• funds. to the time of the 
November election, I thong-ht that )fr. Liddy should han• rt'<'ein~d 

(226) 



l 

L 

17. 3 ROBERT MARDIAN TESTIMONY, JULY 19, 1973, 6 SSC 2355 

2355 

I am very much gratified by this information. I think the informa
tion will enable the committee to expedite its investigation, and I think 
it was a very wise decision on the part of the Pr esident. 

Senator BAKER. :Mr. Chairman, may I join in expressing my great 
delight at the decision of the President communicated to you by Sec
retary Shultz. I want to commend you as well as the members of the 
committee for handling this matter in a way that permitted this accord 
and this agreement to take place. The committee, I believe, forebore 
from trying to create a legal confrontation that might have jeopard
ized the possibility of negotiating a settlement to this controversy. It 
would appear that the vVhite House has shown its spirit of coopera
tion and response. 

I have nothing but commendation for the committee, especially for 
the chairman and for the President, in negotiating a rather delicate 
situation involving the most fundamental concept, that is, the doctrine 
of separation of powers, in a way that avoided a confrontation and 
will apparently give this committee access to relevant parts of ex
tremely important information bearing on critical features of this 
inquiry. 

Thank you. 
Senator ERVIN. I would like to take this occasion to add these words. 

I do not believe that any investigating committee in the history of the 
Congress has been able, as we have been thus far, to investigate such 
highly controversial matter as we have been investigating with such 
unanimity of agreement among the committee members as to the steps 
to be taken, and with more wonderful cooperation on the part of all 
the members of the committee. 

Counsel may resume the interrogation of the witness. 
Mr. lfal\IILTON. l\Ir. Marclian. when ,ve broke for lunch we were dis· 

cussing the meeting in Mr. Mitchell's apartment on the evening of 
June 19, and I would like to return to that in my questioning. 

Who was present at that meet-ing1 · 
Mr. l\IAnouN. Based upon my reconstructed recollection, I would 

say l\f r. Mitchell, Mr. Magruder, l\fr. Dean and, I believe, there was 
one PR person present from the office of public information ; I am not 
sure of that. 

Mr. H,rnILTON. Was Mr. LaRue at that meeting1 
Mr. l\fa.RDIAN. Mr. LaRue. 
Mr. I-lA :mLTON. Now, is there a possibility that the PR person, the 

press spokesman, actually met the party at the airport and did riot 
return to Mr. Mitchell's apartment~ 

Mr. MARDUN. It is possible because I do not have a very clear recol
lection of that meeting. 

Mr. HAMILTON. Would you give us, to the best of your recollection, 
the topics that were discussed at this meeting~ 

l\Ir. MARDL\N. The onlv two things I recall of that meeting is that 
there was a need for a statement fro·m the office of public information 
for l\fr. Mitchell. I do not recall discussing it or participating in it. I 
do not recall ,vhat the event was. I recall discussing the need for obtain
in~ the resources of a law firm, because I believe it was announced tha.t 
day, or we were informed that night, that a lawsuit was going to be 
filed the next morning by the Democratic National Committee against 
the Committee To Re-Elect the President. And my best recollection 
is that there was a discussion as to who we should retain. 
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Mr. LARUE. As I recall, :Mr. Thompson, it would be, that would be, 
on Tuesday or Wednesday. 

· Mr. TuoMPSON. All right, the 30th was on a Thursday. The follow
ing Tuesday or ·Wednesday. All right. What did you do when you 
returned '? Did you resume your duties at the Committee To Re-Elect, 
did you go into the office the first day you returned, did you take a 
little more time off l ,Vhat did you do? .· · 

Mr. LARUE. No, I resumed my duties. 
Mr. THmIPSON. All right. Do/ou recall when the first time you saw 

Magruder was after you returne ? 
Mr. Ls\RUE. I would assume certainly that day. 
l\fr. THO:lIPSON. Let me ask you this. In discussing the matter with 

Magruder, is it your understanding either from what he told you or 
from your own independent recollection that this telephone call came 
before or after March 30? 

l\fr. LARUE. I cannot relate it to that timeframe but any particular 
timeframe, but since the call allegedly involved the approval of the 
Liddy budget I would assume that it came after or--

1\fr. Tum.IPSON. If we are following logic and it did have to do with 
the Liddy bud!!'et it would be before? 

Mr. LARUE.~It would be prior; yes, prior to the Key Biscayne meet
ing-, yes, sir. 

l\fr. Tuol\IPSON. All right. Did Magruder tell you whether or not he 
remembered that it had come before? 

Mr. LARUE. I do not recall that kind of discussion, :Mr. Thompson. 
Mr. Tum.IPSON. It is not exactly a completely unrelated sequence of 

events. It looks like in reconstructing this matter if there was outside 
pressure that perhaps caused him to go down to Key Biscayne, that 
would be significant. If , on the other hand: this was a conversation 
which took place 5 or 6 days after the plan had already been put into 
effect, it would have completely different significance, I would think. 

)fr. L.\RUE [conferring with counsel]. :Mr. Thompson, I think my 
testimony before, to l\Ir. Dash, was that my recollection of this conver
sation occurred after-that this conversation occurred after the June 17 
break-in. It was related--

M_r. THO:\IPSOX. The conrnrsation with :Magruder when you were 
talkmg about the phone call~ 

Mr. LARc-E. Yes, sir. In relating to speculation as to who may have 
been im·olnd and who mav ha,·e had knmdedae of the break-in, 
and Mag-ruder related this phone call indicating that l\Ir. Colson had 
been concerned about ::\[r. Liddy's budget being apprornd, and I do 
not rerall any discussion on the time period "·hen the call was made. 

l\Ir. TumrPso:s-. You do not know whether it came before or after 
::\fnrch ~O? 

::\fr. L.\Rn:. No, sir, I do not. · 

I ::\fr. Tnmrrsox. This meeting- of .Tune rn, there is a conflict of testi
mony on this point. )fr. )[itchell and Mr. Dean ha, ·e both testified that 
there was no discussion, as far ns thev can re>member. of the destruc
tion of any re~ords or burning at~Ythin_g-. )[,~grnder has testi}ied and 
vo11 l1t1\·e testified. that such a d1sc·11ss10n d1cl tnke pince. );ow, the 
four of you wern there. pins 1f r. ::\fardian. Let us talk about that in 
a little nwredPtnil. Did yon arrin~ there tog ether? 
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Mr. LARUE. As I recall, we did not. 
Mr. THOMPSON. Do you recall who arrived first, when you arrived 1 

. Mr. LARUE. I went to the apartment with Mr. l\litchell from the 
plane. My best recollection is that Mr. Mardian and his wife got off at 
their apartment, which was a couple of blocks before you get to the 
·watergate, and so to reconstruct the sequence of events, I would say 
I arrived with Mr. Mitchell and then later in the evening the other 
participants arrived, and I could not specifically say in what order 
and what time period. 

Mr. THOMPSON. Do you know who arrived last? 
l\fr. LARu"E. No, sir, I do not. 
Mr. THOMPSON. "\Vas there any substantive discussion about what 

you were to do and the problem that you had before all the partic
ipants arrived? 

Mr. LARUE. Mr. Thompson, I have a very hazy recollection of 
that meeting. In fact, were it not for the thing that sticks in my mind, 
the statement about "you might have a good fire," if it were 
not for that, I do not think I could recall any details of that meeting 
at all. 

L Mr. THOMPSON. Do you recall who was present when that state
ment was made? 

Mr. LARUE. No, I do not. 
l\f r. THOMPSON. I realize this is a difficult thing for you to have 

to go back to do, Mr . LaRue, but these are matters, of course, we have 

35 - 780 0 • 74 • 16 

to clear up if we can. . 
Let me ask you this, I believe you sa.id after the break-in, you dis

cussed this matter with Magruder. I take it that the first time you 
discussed it with him was after you discussed it with Liddy on the 
20th, some time after that? 

Mr. LARUE. Yes, sir, I am sure that is correct. 
Mr. THOl'.IPSON. All right. And Liddy had told you what with regard 

to who had gotten him involved and who was pi:1shing him? 
l\fr. LARUE. I donl recall any specific statements or conversations 

by Liddy of who got him involved. As I recall L iddy's reasoning for 
the second entry of the break-in, in which they got caught, was that 
he had been getting pressure from l\Iagru<ler to improve the sur
veillance, they weren't getting proper coverage under electronic 
surveillance. ~ 

l\fr. TnmIPSON. All right, then, the only person he mentioned as 
having applied any pressure to go back in the second time was 
Magruder. 

l\fr. L;\RUE. That is to the best of my recollection, yes. 
l\Ir. Tnm,rrsoN. Diel he mention Mr. Mitchell t.o you? 
l\Ir. LARUE. No, sir, not that I recall. 
Mr. TnoMPsox. ,Ye have had testimony from Mr. McCord that 

Liddy was telling him that l\Ir. Mitchell .had apprond it-I mean 
that l\fitchell was telling Liddy; Liddy was telling )IcCor<l that 
Mitchell was invoh-e<l and had approved the project, but Liddy did 
not tell you that? 

l\f r. L ,,Rl'E. Not that I can recall, no, sir. 
l\I r. Tno?irPsox. All right. 
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18. On June 19, 1972 Ronald Ziegler, the President's press 

secretary, described the break-in at the DNC headquarters as "a 

third-rate burglary attempt." 

Page 
18.1 Washington Post, June 20, 1972, Al, A4 .•...•.• 232 
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By Bob Woodward In addition, a stamped, un-1 In other devf!louments yei;-
.11,ci E. J. Bac:hinski rnailcd envelope eonlaining lcrday; · 

lc . ,:.:r.;can Pv,t ,St.•U Wr,trn , [Iunt's personal check f<)r $61 ¢ lt was \'epo1ied that 0111! 
.l ;:,,r,,ultant to Wititc :ind a bill fur the s:ime amount of the fiV\! suspects, Eugenio 

H.,u,, ,p,; .:ial rour;c;Pl Ciurlc, f .. ti • L· k , d C. l . 1 lL Mr1rtinei, c!)ntacted Univcr
W. i.0!son is listed ill th<! ad-, .1 um . lt. a e_woo ,uull r} sity · of Miami officials two 
,tr.,, book', of two of the five Club Ill Rockville also were weeks ago seckin" bousin•' for 
m~n ar.-~.;led in an attempt lo found among the suspects' be- about 3,000 Yo:i1g Hep~1bli
bu,1 th, DL·mo,:ratie N;.,tionaillongings, sources said. cans during the Hepublica11 
bo:;d,14arter;:, here c,,rJy Satur-1 Hunt worked for the Cen- Naliclj!irtl Conventinn. 
(li,)!, . I tral lnteHigLince Agency from • former CI,} P.!Xlployee aJl.d 

f'cd,:r2.l ·source, cio;e to the I l:1-lfJ t.:, J.H7U. Al.I. five suspect:; FIH a[;f.nt ,fa1ri..;:, \V. 11.kCord 
i£;Vc.,t1,;r.lion :;;;)(] U1c ;;ddns:lin . what. Dcmri,;rat!c rarty ~r:, .. a.·, s~sp~~t. ):h~ .. ,v1;.i·f-:e1l 
tl\l····,,k_~ (i;·J.·li .. , .. !1·. \ .• 1.he. n,,iO..(' ;.ud ·1 thatnt.•.a_n Lawn,1:.Cd! ~) Brien _t() .. 17.· .. q1_i!-.U.ep1.1J,,·µ_~~-_'_w._: Jl:q.t_ r<ihu._. bir,,e t :l,ipl1,:inc m;rn.f,.-r tif lws called ,rn "11H:red1ble act r!t,'. r,qm·djnator, '.·1,eryed UllUl 
ll,r.;ard E. Himt with 11,c· net;.\- of political espionag(;": have fo1ir.;nji.u1ti'1:1i·ago'·iij'. i: ii~e~a,l 
ucn~, "\V, Hnusr-" .:nd "W.H." !1wl linh:i; to the CIA. · " 1:,-memb(Jr mil1~1_ry re,\ierv~ 

unit.· •r11e' . \Vi1shi11gton~b,1i;ed1 had anything ta clo with the 
unit develop;_; Hsta of radleab- bizarre bugning incident. 
ni11! dr.nvs up coiitingeney . • . O'Dl'ien said his · party 
plnw, fo1· c:cnsnrshli> · of the rnlght takf: civil court action 
I , , i· 1 , {J ,. · ·1 against· Jhe suspects because .;.r.w,, n,ecH a.n9 ...... mn1 . . 

" 'White Hq,isr: t:pokesmnn the pa1·ty's First Amendment 
Hmiald L. Ziegle,; told. .ri~port- rights arid civil l'ight:;. were vi
crs in ·.1nurida with the Presi- olated. · 
dent that he would not com- The White House pcrsmmeJ 
mcn.t .. cn ."a third-rate' btirglai;y nffico ...• c:oufinned - yeslerday 
att1;:rnpt." In addition Ziegler that Hunt is a consultant to 
uaid that ''certain elements Colson and has an office in 
may tr,; to ~tretdi thi~ beycwd the ·old Executive Office 
wh,it it is" ~uilding. Col~on i~ sa!d ~o spe-

···~ ; .,. Se1rnle Ikn1oeiatfc. leader c1;il}zQ lud,~hcatu ~~SH:t\mep.t::; 
l\Iil~J. Mansfield' siild tfij 'pidn't' !a.rjhe,Prem~e\1t._ 
Jhhik·; t,1t~''1!.11publicap• purty See HUG, .1}4,-(:01. 1 
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White Ho11se Consultant Tie .d 
To Suspect in Bugging Case 

BUG, From Al public relation, firm across tempted Interception ot tele-
Ken w. Clawson, current the strc ·et. phone and other commwtica• Hunt's name and phone ti 

.White House aide who until number was in the pop-up ad- on. 
: recently was a reporter, wrote - dress book of Eu:genio Marti- All five suspects, · well
in February 1971 in The nez, a real estat<! agent and dre _ssed, wearing rubber surgi
Washington ~ost that Colson 1:otary public w~o has been ac- cal gloves and armed only 
had been "d bb d" f tive tn th_e a_ntl-Castro move- with tear gas pens were ar. " . . u e as one o ment in ll'Iia!Dl. ., ~ ' ·the onginal back-room boys A small, black addre!S book rested about ~:~O a:m.. Satur . 
• . . the_ brokers, the guys who of one of the other suspects d_ay by D.C. polic_e ms1~e the 
fix things when they break also has Hun•'s name and sLxth .floor 29-office sU1te of 
down and do the dirty work phone number· the sour the Democratic headquarters 
when it's necessary ." · ·· said. ' ces in- _the Watergate,. 2600 Vir-

When Hunt was asked by a . . Also taken by police was a ginia A;e. NW. ,; " 
;reporter yesterday why two of savings .. account book that Though t~e alle~ed bugg!n,, 
the suspects had his phone shows Martinez has S7 199 in attempt at. first appeared to be 
·number, he said , "Good God!" l\lliami bank.- accordlni to th! very sophisticated and profes
He then paused and said, "In sources . : . . sl~nal, e~erts in t~e fie!~ '!f 
,view that the matter is under :Another name in one of the wiretapping ·.have since said 1t 
adjudication, I have no com• address ·books is that of ·James was amate~b. ' '. · 
ment." He then hung . up the Grimm . head ot housin"' · far Capt. Richard L Franz of 
~elephone. . , . the Unlver.sity of Miami. the Navy reserves ackI!owl
• Clawson, now deputy direc- Grimm yesterday told Post re- edged that McC?rd was a 
·tor . of communic3:tions for the porter Kirk Scharfenberg- in member of the Offtce _of Em_er
.:White House, said yesterday Miami that Martine-,; contact• gency : PI:e~~edness special 
that Hunt worked as a White ed him about .two weeks ago, analySIS di~on, a 15-member 
House consultant in declassili· seeking h . ,, f b t reserve unit · . that :meets 
·cation of the Pentagon papers 3 000 y goUSlllR " bllor-· a dou mo.nthly at · 604 17th St. NW, . , oun epu cans ur- fro th Ex ti e--Ot and most recently on narcotics ing the Republican National a_cross . .m e ecu v • 
tntellige~ce. ConVention. -~--. ~. ·.. . . . -~-, !ice Buil~g. . J ··• ·,. 
. He said. Hunt last. worked . . Grimm said he could · not Franz said he could not~ 
·ror the White House on March provide .the rooms because cuss the- work · of the unit. 
29, 1972, for a regular daily classes would soon . begin. Re; Ho_wev~r; other sources in the 
:consultant fee. These fees are publican officials said they ~t ~d that one of its_ func
-generally a $100 a day, .other had no knowled"e of Marti· tio~s ts ta dev~op a list of 
};ources said. nez's efforts to seriure housing radicals and ~ntingeney plans 
• "I've looked into the matter for Young Republicans. . - for _censorship of ; t.1:e news 
:very thoroughly and I am con- Martinez works in the real media and U.S. mail m event 
:vinced that neither Mr. Colson es_tate agency of anothl!l" of of war. ·.-· ·:- . ' · ·· · · 
J10r anyone else at the White the suspects, Bernard . L. Bar- ~cCord dropped out of" the 
;House _h~d ~nv know_ledge,of, ker, .who is sai1i by Cuban ex• unit. abo~ four montbs ag_o_. 
. .1>r partici_pation in, this deplor- iles to have worked for the He 1~ a lieutenant colonel m 
-able incident at the Demo- CIA since the Bay o{ Pl<>s in- the Air Force reserves . 
:cratic ' National Committee,' ' vasion in 1981 · 

0 

.. Meanwhile, the Interna
;Clawson said . in · a prepared Baker is a joint investor in tio~al Association of Chiefs of 
statement. . . ,. · · ... : ::.,, several apartment house. de- Police reported yesterday that 
• Hunt is .· employed ·as· a velopmentll in 1',liami with they paid McCord about $150 
:Writer · with the public rela- Miguel A. Suarez a Republl· in March for teaching a five
:tions firm of, Rob_ert R. ~ullen can who ran · . u;successfully day ~o_urse In security at · an 
& Co., 1790 Pf'nnsylvania Ave. for Dade County mayor in associaiton conference. · :~ · 
NW, directly aCToss from both 1970. ·· . Robert F. Bennett, president 
Mr. Nixon's re-election cam- In addition to Martinez and of the public relations firm at 
paign headquarters and · the McCord the other three sus- which Hunt works, said yestel"
main Wbite House offices. _ ~ pects, 'a11 Miami residents , day that the · firm also · has an 
GET INSERT B ·· have been identified as: Frank affiliate, called Interprogress, 

This was the sequence of Sturgis, also known as Frank that is attempting to increase 
events when a "Washington Fiorinl, an American who American trade. with Commu• 
Post reporter called the White served - In Fidel Castro 's revo- nist countries. 
House and asked to speak to lutionary army "'and has since .. Hunt worked for' · ·.the 
Howard E. Hunt early yester - been a leader in the anti-cas. White ·Hou~ a total i of . 63 
day: tro guerrilla movement; Fir· days in 1971 and · another 24 

A switchbo:ird operator gilio R. Gonzales, a locksmith; days so far this year; accord
rang an extension , anil when and Bernard L. Barker, a na- ing. to White House spokesman 
no one answt!red , she told the tive American said by exiles Clawson. 
reporter. "There is one other to have worked on and off for Hunt was brought into the 
place he might be-in Jl,Ir. Col- the CIA. · \Vhite House by Colson be. 
son's office." She dialed Col· McCord was still being held cause of his · CIA expertise; 
son's office, where a secretary on $30,000 bond yest erday, :and Clawson said ;-He said Colson 
said, "'.\[r. Hunt is not here the other four on $50,000 bond . met Hunt in 1968 at the Brown 
now." She then gitve the ~e- They are charged with at- University Club .. 
porter Hunt 's numbt!r at the tempted burglary and at-
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Former Attorney Gener:'.!! 
John N. Mitchell, head of the 
Nixon campaign committee, 
said in a prepared statement 

18.l WASHINGTON POST1 JUNE 201 19721 A11 A4 

released Sunday, that the 1 

Presiden's committee is expe-. 

rb?ncing its own. security prob-
lems. 

Pressed for elaboration on 
Republican security problems, 
DeVan L- Shumway, director 
of public relations for the 
committee, declined to give 
details yesterday. He said in
vestigations are under way, 
but refused to disclose who 
was conducting them. . 

Syuruway said that one of 
the things that led the com• 
mittee to suspect a deteriora
tion of security was an Asso
ciated Press tory last week 
that disclosed quotes from a 
closed-door meeting between 
:Mitchell and a senior commit
tee staff member. 

'The story alleging that the 
Republicans- were ''targeting 
in" on Sen. McGovern, was 
not true, Shumway said.) 

Shumway· said that as of 
yesterday morning, McCord 
was no longer on the commit. 
tee payroll. 

In response to a reporter's 
question, Shumway said that 
McCord had been hired ' · 
through the- committee's per
sonnel office, whose director is 
Robert Odle. 

Shumway said he would not 
make Odle available to a re
porter "because he is not a 
publi!! figure." Odle referred a 
reporter's questions to Shum• 
way. · 

Shumway said that McCord 
was dismissed by Odle be-I 
cause of the allegations stE-m· 1 

ming from the "delicate situa-1 · 
tion." He said that it had been ii 

Odie's responsibility to make 
the original check of McCord's 
quali!i~a?ons, · ~nd to m~e, Joseph A.. Rafiert;y Jr~ a eviden~ · that would ~ the 
the dec1S1on to hue. 1 counsel for:the five-suspects, Republican. party ?r ~ts. lead· 

McCord had be~n working said last night that he would ers to the weekend me1dent. 
out of the coJlll1llttee's seen· file a motion in D.C. Superior -Contributing to this mm, 
rity office on the third floor, · Court today seeking to reduce 
Shumway said. "I assume he the bail of his clients. 
was in the office on a daily Rafferty said he is" seeking 
basis," he said. , to have the men released to 

As security chief, McCord the custody of a court-ap. 
was respo~ibl,e ~or setting up pointed "local person." The r.e
the comm.ittee s internal secu· duction he said, would be m 
rity system and "would have line with information about 
the knowledge of w~ether ~e the suspects verified by bail 
were under electroruc surveil- bondsmen yesterday. · 
lance," Shummay said. In New York, where he was 
. Meanwhile, s~curity p~au- campaigning for today's pri

tlons at Republican collllIUttee mary, Sen. McGovern said 
headquarters have been tight- that the incident-"is the leg
ened as a _result of the Water- acy of years of wiretapping 
gate bugc;mg attempt, Shum- and snooping 3lld invasion of 
w~y sa,_d. He demurred when privacy," in which the govern· 
asKed for details of the new ment has been involved. 
precautions. , McGovern said he had no. 

'"When you get into the area 
,,f. political ca.mpaigns these 1-· 
da•;s, you can't discuss such 
thin•:s (security) in depth," 
::ihumw3y said. · 
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19. On June 20, 1972 at 9:00 a.m. H. R. Haldeman, John Ehrlich-

man and John Mitchell met to discuss the break-in at the DNC headquarters. 

John Dean joined the meeting at 9:45 a.m. Attorney General Kleindienst 

joined the meeting at 9:55 a.m. Later that day, Haldeman met with the 

President for one hour and nineteen minutes (11:26 a.m. to 12:45 p.m.) 

and the subjects discussed included Watergate. Haldeman's notes of the 

meeting reflect that that portion of their discussion dealt with 

checking an EOB office for bugs, a "counter-attack," "PR offensive to 

top this," and the need to "be on the attack -- for diversion." When 

a tape recording of the conversation was produced on November 26, 1973 

in response to a subpoena by the Watergate Special Prosecutor, the 

recording contained an eighteen and one-half minute buzzing sound that 

obliterated the portion of the conversation reflected in the foregoing 

segment of Haldeman's notes. 

age 

19.1 H. R. Haldeman calendar, June 20, 1972 (received 
from SSC) . : ................... · · · · · · . · · · · · · · • · · · • · · · • 23 7 

19.2 John Ehrlichman log, June 20, 1972 (received 
from SSC) ·· · · .. · · ....... • · · · · · • · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · 238 

19.3 John Mitchell log, June 20, 1972 (received from 
SSC) ..................................... , ........... 239 

19.4 H. R. Haldeman testimony, 8 SSC 3039-40.: ..•.•...•.•.• 240 

19.5 John Ehrlichman testimony, 7 SSC 2822 •....•.••.••.•••• 242 

19.6 President Nixon's daily diary, June 20, 1972, 
Exhibit 13, In re Grand Jury, Misc. 47-73, 1-2 .....•.. 243 

19.7 Meetings and conversations between the President 
and H. R. Haldeman, June 20, 1972 (received from 
Wllite House) ....•................ . .................... 245 
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19.8 H. R. Haldeman handwritten notes of meeting, 
June 20, 1972, Exhibit 61, In re Grand Jury, 

Page 

Misc. 47-73 •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••...• 246 

19.9 J. Fred Buzhardt testimony, In re Grand~' 
Misc. 47-73, January 18, 1974, 2499-2500 •••••••••••••• 249 

19.10 Report to Chief Judge John Sirica from Advisory 
Panel on the White House tapes~ January 15, 1974 •••••• 251 

19.11 Analysis, Index and Particularized Claims of 
Executive Privilege for Subpoenaed Materials, 
J. Fred Buzhardt, In re Grand Jury, Misc. 47-73, 
November 26, 1973, 1, 9 ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 257 

19.12 Rose Mary Woods testimony, In re Grand~, 
Misc. 47-73, November 26, 1973, 1267-68 ••••••••••••••• 259 
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19 . 2 JOHN E:HRLJ.CiiMAN LO(, ,I UN8 20 lfJ72 ________ ,. ___ ----- _____ ; ____ ____ :., -----

F n i D,\. Y JT;:'iE l 6, 19_2~ 

S:00 HH.H o f fice 
C2.biD e t rnl!~ting ~{: 30 

10:20" 

12:Z5 
1:00 
2:ZO 
4:•)0 
7:00 
!3:30 

P:rcsi.d ~ ~t, Secr~taries R i.cho.:r:rL;t) n, I{,)d:Jon (~iR l) 
D c. Ed David 
Pr• ?s ident 
Te n.ni.:; with Cole, Hull in, H 2.rpe.c 
Roosevelt Room - p. r. group 
Black tie din .. -i.er with :Mrs. Shouse foilow<:!d by 
Viol£ T r-a.p opening 

)..fONDAY, JU~E 19, . 1972 

8: 15 
10:30 
12:00 -

Roosevelt Room 
Da,e Young, Walt lvli.:i..-iich 
John De:3.n 

12:45 Lur::.ch. i,n Mess with Dr. William Walsh (HOPE) 
1:45 AG Xleindienst . 
2:10 .Ambassador Willia..,.i. :i.V.i.iddendorf 
4:00 Cols on, D ea~Ke.h:;;li, . I<:~ ri __ Pa\v~gn_ 

-5-:15:---""'"""---""'"'.:M.;_a_r"""'k,.....,Evans, Clarence Arata, Cong. Ken Gray, 

John Statler (Pres., DC Boa r d of Trade), . Sallyanne Payton 
(DG A:.:-ena) . 

8:30 Motion Picture Association - "Butterflies are Free" 

TUESDAY, JUNE 20, 1972 

8:00 

rtH: 
~5 

.l.0.: 3 0 
12:00 
1:00 
2:25 
2:35 
3:00 
4:00 

5:00 
6:00 

HRH office 
Roosevelt Room 
HRH, Mitchell 
Joined by John Dean 
Joined by AG Kleindienst 
President 
William. Lane (?er John Con.-ially) 
Lunch with Roy Wilkins - JDE office 
Car ai: west basement 
Senator Griffin, Tom Korologos, Ed Morgan . 
Senator Bennett, Tom korologos 
Social Security - MacGregor, Cook, Korologos, Col t~, 
Evans, ·weinberger, O'Neill 
Hai rent 
Jim Gan non (W2..il St .r eet Jmn ·.~al) 

··DP I . -/ . 
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}'.r ._J'.i tcl-.c ,1 l __ - ·- ___ TL!,!Sd2y ,_ Ju i:e 20,_ 1972 

8:15 

9:00 

10:30 

10:32 

11: 15 

Ll.:25 

11:40 

12:30 

1 :l,0 

2:05 

2:30 

3:05 

3:20 

l; :00 

'•: 25 

5:30 

l\.G attended \.;'rd.te Hous e 1:~~0ti .ng .. 

AG attended }n1ite Hous e re2e ting. 

AG ret. to office 

and Rob }fard:L2.n 

AG S:\'.! Rob Odle 

AG SA'.-i Van Shu il',.,ay 

AG talked with Mrs. Mitchell 

AG SAW V2.n"Srw .r'.·,,.12y 

AG SA\.! GJc.nn Se dc:n 

AG rct. Bill Gifford's call and t. 

AG ret. S~ _ Volpe' s call end t. 

AG ret. Gov. Rockef e ller's c a ll and t. 

AG re, : . A,-:ib. John Pritz}nf('s call 2n cl L. 

·AG StJ·l Secy Starn ;_ 

AG called Wally Jol111s o,1 

AC .~;.\1.-J G] ( ';' iE S ·:.·r~ :.·,::t .. Ji.,[) 
----~·"·-- · --·· -
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19.4 H.R. HALDEMAN PES12MONY1 JULY 311 19731 8 SSC 3039-40 

I 

3039 

l\fr. DASH. Now, Mr. Haldeman, when and how did you learn of the 
break-in on ,June 17, 19721 

l\fr. HALDE:ltAN. That seems to be the crucial question and I ha,·e to 
give I guess the most incredible possible answer. I don't know, l\Ir. 
Dash. I simply don't remember how I learned about it or precisely 
when or from whom. But let me explain that at that time, that week
end, I was in Key Bis cayne. The President was out at "'Walkers Cay and 
I was at the Key Biscayne Hotel and I am sure that some time during 
that weekend somebody told me that the Democratic National Com
mittee had been broken into. I am not sure who or when" 

Mr. DASH. Now, what did you do when you learned that, when or 
whoever told you'? 

Mr. HALDEMAN. Nothing. 
Mr. DASH. Nothing1 
l\fr. HALDEMAN. No. 
l\fr. DASH. ·while you were at Key Biscayne, did you have any 

information that somebody connected with the Committee To Re-Elect 
the President was involved 'I 

Mr. HALDKMAN. I think I did and I think that came in a phone con
versation with J eb l\fap:ntder on th e 18th, on Sunday, which it has 
always been my impression was placl!d by him to me, but I understand 
he says it was placed by me to him and I am not sure which is which. 
But there was-the point of that phone conversation, the purpose of 
it was to review a statmnent that the committee was plam1inf ( to release, 
and it was releasing it in conjunction with the earlier publicized ~ or 
assumed about to be publicized, fact tlmt. l\fr. l\fcCord, who did haven 
connection with the committee, had been one of those arrested at the 
scene of the break-in. 

Mr. DASH. What came through your mind wl1cn you learned that 
Mr. 1\fcCord-did you know, by the wny, who Mr. :McCord was1 

Mr. I-!Ar.oEMAN. I don't believe I did . He probably told me at that 
time who he was. 

Mr. DAsu. I take it you did learn that. he was the security chief of 
the Committee To Re-Elect the President. 

Mr. HAWEl\UN. Yes. 
Mr. DASH. Did it occur to you that this might be an embarrassing 

matter for tht', campttign ~ · 
Mr. HALDEMAN. Yes. 
Mr. DAsn. When did you get back to Washington after the hreak~in? 
]\fr. HALI>ElL\N. I think on the evening of--011 Monday evening, 

which would be the 19th. 
Mr. DASH. Is that when you had a meeting with l\fr. Dean? Did 1\fr. 

Dean report to you then about wh-a.t he had learned about the break-in! 
Mr. HALDEMAN. I am not-I don't beliern so. I am not snre that I 

1had a meeting with Mr. Dean at that point. I believe we probably got 
back late Monday evening and that I went home. 

Mr. DASH. ·when did you meet-with Mr. Dean after you got back? 
Mr. HALDEM,\N. I think, and I have got sort of a capsule of my 

record here that is suhj~ct to correction by the details, but I think there 
was a meeting tho morning of the 20th, in which I was present with 
Mr. Mitchell and l\fr. Rhrlidnnan, and that. Dean was, 1\fr. Dl.'an was, 
in part, of that. meeting and Attorney General Kleindienst was there 
part of that meeting. 
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19.4 H.R. HALDEMAN TESTIMONY, 'JULY '31, 1973, 8 SSC 3039-40 

3040 

l\fr. DASH. At that meeting do you recall that there was ,a general 
discussion as to what happened. what information was current con
cerning the break-in and the relationship ·with the committee? 

L Mr. HALDEMAN. I ,have no specific recollection of the con~nts of that 
meeting but I am sure, that given the time situation, that it must have 
been in regard to the Watergate break-in. . 

:Mr. DASH. Now, it is true, if you look at your record that during 
that period right after you get back there are about two or three meet-
ings on different days. 

Mr. HALDEMAN. Yes. , 
Mr. DASH. I think you met with him on the 20th, on the 23d, and on 

the 26th. Does your record show that~ , 
Mr. HALDEMAN. I show-there is an example now of my log of 

June 20 that does not show a meeting with those people that I ha,·e 
identified, that ·I have got in my summary here as a result of informa
tion from other sources. 'What my log shows is a meetin<r in John 
Ehrlichman's office which is all my secretary would know. She didn't 
know who was in the meeting. 

Mr. DASH. Right. 
:Mr. HALDEMAN. I am sorry then you were going--
Mr. DASH. I was saying do yon have a record of a meeting with l\Ir. 

Dean on the 23d and again on the 26th after the meeting with him on 
the 20th 1 · . 

Mr. HALDEMAN. Not in the log, no. The 23d 1 
Mr. DASH. Yes. 
Mr. HALDE:\L\N. It doesn't show me I don't believe. 
l\fr. DASH. Do you have it in the summary that you have received 

from other sources 1 
Mr. HALDEMAN. No; that doesn~t show a meeting with Dean, either. 

I think I talked with Dean on the phone that day, that morning. I 
don't believe I met with him but I am not sure. 
. )Ir. DASH. Yon indicated in your earlier testimonv that l\[r. Dean 
·did girn you a report of what happened and told you ·at that time that 
he had told you earlier about telling you after one of the meetings. 

Could you place in any one of those meetings ,vhen he told you? 
:\fr. HALDE~ux. No; I can't. 
l\fr. D.um. ,vould it be your recollection that it would be during 

that week when vou got back? 
Mr. H,\LDE'.\C,\X. Not necessarily, no. As I say, the only meeting that 

I see with Dean during that week.was the meeting in l\Ir. Ehrlichman's 
office on the 20th apparentlv. 

1Ir. DASH. Did the President either communicate with you or did 
you ham a meeting with the President' prior. shortly prior, to June 
2~. 1972? 

l\fr. HALDE)rAX. I am sure I did. Do vou want me to check? 
l\fr. DAsR. You met frequently with the President so )"OU--

Mr. HALDE)fAX. Yes. sir. , 
·l\f r. DASH. So you are pretty sure you can find such a meeting? 
Do you recall prior to that meeting on .Tune 2~. the President ha,·ing 

a discussion with vou concerning the inwstigation that would be on
going with regard to the ,Yatergate break-in and a concern he had 
that s11ch an im·estigation b:v the FRI might include the work of the 
special im·estigating unit in the ,Yhite House and also the CIA? 
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2822 

Mr. DASH. Did he not at that time report to you that he had spoken 
to .Mr. Liddy 1 

Mr. EHnLICH:lIAN. No, I don't believe so. 
lvlr. D.asH. He made no report at that time to you as to a.ny of the 

investigations he had made <luring the day of the U>th ~ 
Mr . .EHRLICHMAN. I have the impression that .Mr. Dean hadn:t Leen 

at work very long at that time, and that he was just getting started. 
.Mr. DasH. All right. . 
Now, at 4 p.m., what was the purpose of the meeting with :Mr. Dean, 

.Mr. Clawson, .lYlr. Colson, and Mr. Kehrli '1 
Mr. EHRLICHMAN. The principal purpose, as I recall, was to be in 

a position to answer inquiries which, I guess, :Mr. Clawson was get
ting or the press people were getting, about Hunt's White House 
status, of whether he was still an employee of the White House, if not 
when he had terminated and under what circumstances, and so forth. 

Mr. DasH. And isn:t that when Mr. Kehrli was brought up to check 
the record? Would Mr. Kehrli have the record of that i 

Mr. EHRLICHMAN. Mr. Kehrli was the staff secreta.ry and would 
have to be involved in any discussion of that kind. There was another 
subject or two discussed at the time but as I recall, that was the pre
cipitating question. 

Mr. DASH. vVell, aside from :Mr. Hunt on the payroll, wasn't the 
focus at that meeting on the question of Hunt himselH Hunt's status 
at the vVhite House and also the question that :Mr. Hunt had a safe 
in the White House and that the safe ought to be opened? 

Wasn't that part of the discussion? 
Mr. EHRLICHMAN. Yes, it was, as I previously testified. 
Mr. DASH. Yes. 
And actually that safe was opened at that time on the evening of 

the 19th1 
Mr. EHRLICHMAN. I don't know. I think it must have been either 

that evening or the next morning. 
Mr. DASH. Now, what was the ooncern and who brought up the con

cern of what, the contents of Mr. Hunt's safe would show'( 
Mr. EHRLICHMAN. I don't recall, Mr. Dash. Somebody at the meet

ing. 
I think the way it came up was not so much a personal concern as 

it was an inquiry by the investigation-either the Metropolitan Po
lice and/or the FBI, as to whether Hunt ha.cl any belongings in the 
White House. 

Mr. DASH. Now, on June 20, Hl72, you met at 9 o'clock with Mr. 
Haldeman and Mr. Mitchell joined by Mr. Dean at 9 :45, joined by 
Attorney General Kleindienst at 9 :55, and then at 10 :30 you had a 
meeting with the President. 

Was that also a followup to find out what was going on in terms 
of Watergate 1 

Mr. EHRLICHMAN. I think this was the process of trying to get 
everybody together who might h."llOW anything , to try and get a pic
ture of what the investigation was going to be, whether there might 
be other people involved, just what the-to try and get the campaign 
director and the head of the Deoartment of Justice and everybody 
together in one place to ask questio~s. 

(242) 



19 . 6 PRESIDENT NIXON DAILY DAI RY, JUNE 20 , 19 72, EXHI BI T lJ ,. 
l N RE GRAND JURY1 NISC . 4 7- 731 1-2 

I I\L.JttJ '-1 t I ''' " · "" ,., ._. , ,.,,_., • - •• , ~ 

fl.At l. IJ.\ Y UU ,A N 

l.f .;::E_ 2~, . _!_9_7_2 __ _ 
T ,li: 1/illTE !IOUS E tME u.w 

~ i_·_ . . ., . , I \·.'.\:;111_nc-r011, n.c. ~ _ ( . n: ; Q .1 . 1,. Tur:snAY 
IME l' ·. l 'lJ , cJ , , 

----T-------,--,- .,-,11-N-,E--,,.- · :} , ~/:, · ' .'~; ij('-------------~---'--"-..:..c_;..:..__..:....:;c:..:=:.:..:.:.. 
R,.,.Jlc,t,vc,l h ~ .: (. :.,_,1 ;_j__i(,.' ! /1.Cl'JVJTY 

,--~~:I_n-==----+---==O=u_-;--_-_-_ --_,_.,--;-+---·i_.i>_-__ '<_:z_:_::-__ :_~ .. =:i.~:,_~~=-....... ~}·----------------------

8:40 

9:00 
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The Preside nt had br eakfast. 

The Presid ent went to the Oval Office. • 
The President met with his Deputy ~ssistant, Ale xander P 

Butterfield. 

The President went to his office in the EOB. 

The President met with his Assistant, John D, ":'lrlichman 

The President talked with his Deputy Assistant, Edward L 
Horgan. 

The President met with his Assistant, H. R. Haldeman. 

The President talked with his daughter, Tricia. 

The President telephoned Senator Hargaret Chase Smith 
(R-Haine). The call was not completed. 

The President talked with Senator Smith. 

The President met with his Deputy Assistant, Maj. Gen. 
Alexander M. Haig, Jr. 

The President talked with Senate Minority Leader Hugh Seo 
(R-Pennsylvania). 

The President talked long distance with Joseph T~erotola, 
Vic~ PrPAidPnt cf the I~ternational Brotherhood of 
Teamsters, in New York City. 

The President talked with his Counsel, Clark MacGregor. 

The President talked with his Special Counsel, Charles W 
Colson. 

The President met with Nr. Colson. 

The Presid ent t e lephoned Staff Assistant Stephen B. Bull 
Preside nt talk ed with Beverly J. Kaye, Hr . Bull's 
secretary. 

The Presi de nt talked with his Spe cial Assistant, Patrick 
Buchanan. 

The President me t vith Ne Haldeman. 

The President went to th e Barber Shop. 
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The President rr:et with Hr. Cuttcrfield. 

The President returned to the second floor Residence. 

The President talked with John N. Mitchell, C.:i°r.'.paign Direc 
for the Com:nittee for the Reelection of the President. 

The President and the First Lady had dinner in the Yellow 
Oval Room. 

The President returned to his office in the Ena. 

The President talked with Hr. Haldeman. 

The President talked with Hr. Colson. 

The President talked with Hr. Haldeman. 

The President returne<l to the second floor Residence. 

The President talked with Mr. Colson. 

. 

HF/CD/T.R 
? ? 

P.15.c ;:- __ of __ :: P•~h) 

•, 
~ ' 
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June 

PM 

June 

AM 

PM 

19. ? MEETINGS AND CONV£"RSATI0NS BETWEF:N THE PRESID ENT AND 
H.B. HALDEMAN, JUNE 201 19 72 

MEETINGS AND TELEPHONE CONVERSATIONS BET\VEEN 
THE PRESIDE0YT AND H. R. HALDEMAN ------------

June 17, 1972 - June 3, 1973 

17, 1972 

10:58 11:02 President placed long distance call to 

Haldeman 

101b~t~ 
18, 1972 

12:0 I 12: 19 President placed a local call to Haldeman 

19, 1972 

9:22 9:26 President placed local call to Haldeman 

9:59 10:02 President placed local call to Haldeman 

11 :50 l:05PMPresident met with Haldeman 

7:26 7:39 Helicopter Manifest - Key Biscayne to Homestead AFB 
7:48 9:47 Spirit of 1 76 1 

- Homestead AFB to Andrews 
8:52 9:47 President met with Haldeman in flicrht 

rune 20, 1972 

L::M 11:26 12:45 

PM 4:35 
7:52 
8:42 

June 21, 1972 

AM 9:30 

PM 1 :24 

35-780 0 - 74 - 17 

5:25 

7:59 
8:50 

10:38 

3: l l 

President met with Haldeman - EOB 

Presidznt met with Haldeman - EOB 

Pre sider:.t placed local call to l-ic:!.idcm2.n 

President received local call from Halden,an 

President r:net with Haldeman - Oval Office 
Butterfield 10:12 - 10:16 
Colson 10:13 - 10:38 

President n1ct with I·I;:tldeman - Oval Office 

Ziegler 2:12 - 3:11 

r r, '.::, .'.·1·' .'· ',· , ... 
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19. 8 H.R. HALDEMAN NOTES, EXHIBIT 61, IN RE GRAND JURY, MISC. 47-?J 

Indistinct doc\llllent retyped by 
House Judiciary Conunittee staff 

2nd page 

2. 

6/20 

1130 EOB 

Around Aug 3-4= 
ck on a weekend at Walkers 

if good weather - to get sun etc. 

hold higher ed. to Fri. 

Gov SD expressed concern re his election 
P. wants ltr to him 

Whitaker-fflake-Stfflt-re-tettrists 
Dear Gov 

Mrs N told me of yr very warm welcom 
on what was undrstbly very sad day for 
people of SD -

She tld me of concrn you expressed 
(re tourists) 

Mrs N and I have alwy had spec plac 
in our hrts for SD bee. her parnts 
were marred ~l Leeds SD shert!y 
befere fhcy latcrmovcd to Ely Nev, her 

birthplace. 

be sure EOB office is thoroly ckd re bugs 
at all times - etc. 

what is our counter-attack? 
PR offensive to top this - -

hit the opposition w/ their activities 
pt. out libertarians have created public [unreadable] 

do they justify this less than 
stealing Pentagon papers, Anderson file etc? 

we shld be on the attack - for diversion -

what is sched on SFR SALT hearings? 

D go to Calif on Fri - w/ PN -
Julie come out later 

PN not to the shower 

Indistinct document retyped by 
House Judiciary Conunittee staff 
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19.9 J. FRED BUZHARDT TBSTIIDNY, JANUARY 18, 1974, IN RE GRAND JURY, 
MISC. 47-73, 249!1-11500 

Indistinct document retyped by 2499 
House Judiciary Conmittee staff 

noontime approximately. \\hat actually happened 

both from the logs and from the tape the two of 

them did not meet"together with the Pr~?ident. 

Mr. Ehrlichman met with him, the log shows at 

10:25 till 11:20. Then there was an interval Fno one met with the President. Mr. Haldeman 

I ::~:-in at 11:26 until 12:45 and you can hear 

between the conversations, you can hear -- the 

first one is nothing wrong with Mr. Ehrlichman's 

conversation. Then you can hear noises for 

three minutes and some seconds and then you can 

tell when Mr. Haldeman comes in. From the 

moment he enters 

ing these things 

and we have been stop watch

there is three minutes and 

40 seconds until this signal comes in, continuous 

for 18 minutes and 15 seconds according to my 

timing and then the conversation picks back up 

and continues. 

"The Court: What conversation continued 

after 18 minutes? 

"Mr. Buzhardt: Between the President and 

Mr. Haldeman. 

"The Court: It would indicate Mr. Haldeman 

was there talking to the President? 

"Mr. Buzhardt: Yes. 

Indistinct document retyped by 
House Judiciary Conmittee staff 
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19.9 J. FRED BUZHARDT TESTIMONY, JANUARY 18, 1974, IN RE GRAND JURY, 

MISC. 47-73, 2499-2500 

Indistinct doctnnent retyped by 
House Judiciary Connnittee staff 

"The Court: Then there is a lapse? 

"Mr. Buzhardt: Yes. Then the circumstances 

is [sic] even a little worse than that, Your Honor. 

"The Court: I don't know how it could get 

much worse. 

"Mr. Garment: Just wait. 

"Mr. Buzhardt: As you know, Your Honor, the 

notes were subpoenaed too. We found Mr. Haldeman 1s 

notes of this meeting. They consist of two legal 

pads of paper. On the first page the notes start 

at the beginning and come to the end and they 

reflect directions or instructions of the President 

given during the part of the first three minutes 

and 40 seconds of that conversation. Lif [sic] the page 

and at the top of the page the first two-thirds 

of the page the notes reflect that the discussion 

was about Watergate. The first thing my recol-

lection is something about making sure the EOB 

office was not bugged and went on from there. 

When you get past the Watergate type notes, or 

that could reasonably be concurrent, you know, on 

that subject, I think the first one after is about 

( a Senate Foreign Relations Couunittee hearing on 

~I think that is where the tape picks up. 

"Mr. Ben-Veniste: May I ask a question? 

Indistinct document retyped by 
House Judiciary Committee staff 
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19. 10 ADVI SORY PANEL REPORT RE THE WHJTE.' HOUSE TAPES_, J ANUARY 15_. 1974 

January 15, 1974 u;uopoer:~! duces teC'L~m i'c'.':'.'"Ued to 
Hier::-;:'d : r:ixon fo, _orr,r}iJction of 
t 0:.pe s, etc.) Report to Chief Judge John J. Sirica p, 

I l F t'· 
- LI From the Advisory Panel on the White House Tapes 

)Ji t: ! C" 
··( 1 0 /'-'/, 

.J' L...1 

In response to your request we have made a 

.),; /,,ire ,,.. . 
-0 r .-.. ' . u,:.., Vf.- '( 

h 
. - , C'fc,,., compre ens i ve · I{ 

. 
technical study of the White House tape of June 20, 1972, with 

special attention to a section of buzzing sounds that lasts 

approximately 18.5 minutes. Paragraphs that follow sununarize 

o_ur findings and indicate the kinds of tests and evidence on 

which we base the findings: 

Magnetic signatures that we have measured directly on 

the tape show that the buzzing sounds were put on the tape in 

the process of erasing and re-recording at le2st five, and 

perhaps as many as nine, separate and cont:Lguous segme~1ts. 

Hand operation of keyboard controls on the Uher 5000 recorder. 

w.s.s involved in starting and again in stopping the recording 

of each segment. The magnetic signatures observed on the 

tape show conclusively that the 18.5-minute section could not 

have beer. produced by any single, continuous operation. 

Further, whether the footpedal was used or not, the recording 

controls must have been operated by hand in the making of 

each segment. 
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19.10 ADVISOHY PANEL REPORT RE THE WHI1'E HOUSE 'l'APES1 JANUAfiY 15 1 1974 

The erasing and recording operations that produced the 

bu~zing section were done directly on the tape we received 

for study. We have found that this tape is 1814.5 feet long, 

which lies within a normal range for tapes sold as 1800 feet 

in length. We have examined the entire tape for physical 

splices and have found none. Other tests that we have made 

thus-far are consistent with-the assumption that the tape is 

an original and not a re-recording. 

A Uher 5000 recorder, almost surely the one designated 

as Government Exhibit #60, was used in producing the 18.5-

rninute section. Support for this conclusion includes recorder 

operating characteristics that we measured and found to cor

respond to signal characteristics observed on the evidence 

tape. 

The buzzing sounds themselve~ originated in noise picked 

up from the electrical power line to which the recorder was 

connected. Measurements of the frequency spectrum of the 

buzz showed that it is made up of a 60 cycles per second 

fundamental tone, plus a large number of harmonic tones at 

multiples of 60. Especially strong are the third harmonic 

at 180 and the fifth harmonic at 300 cycles per second. As 

many as forty harmonics are present in the buzz and create 
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19.10 ADVISORY PANEL REPORT RE .THE WHITE HOUSE TAPES, JANUARY 151 1974 

its "raucous" quality. Variations in the strength of the 

buzz, which during most of the 18.5-minute section is either 

"loud" or "soft," probably arose from several causes including 

variations in the noise on the power line, erratic functioning 

of the recorder, and changes in the position of the operator's 

hand while running the retarder. The variations do not appear 

to be caused by normal machine operations. 

Can speech sounds be detected under the buzzing? We 

think so. At three locations in the 18.5-minute section, we 

have observed a fragment of speech-like sound lasting less 

than one second. Each of the fragments lies ex actly at a place 

on the tape that was missed by the erase head during the 

series of operations in which the several segments of erasure 

and buzz were put on the tape. Further, the frequency spectra 

of the sounds in these fragments bear a reasonable resemblance 

to the spectra of speech sounds. 

Can the speech be recovered? We think not. We know of 

no technique that could recover intelligible speech from the 

buzz section. Even the fragments that we have observed are 

so heavily obscured that we cannot tell what was said. 

The attached diagra~ illustrates the seque~ce of sound 

events in the 18.5-minute section. Also illustrated is a 
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1 

1974 

f Uh • II d ti d II sequence o er operations erase-recor on an erase-

record off" that are consistent with signatures that we 

measured on the evidenc~ tape. The five segments that can 

be identified unequivocally are labeled "l" through "S." 

In addition, the diagram shows four segments of uncertain 

ending. 

In developing the technical evidence on which we have 

based the findings reported here, we have used laboratory 

facilities, measuring instruments, and techniques of several 

kinds, including: digital computers located in three dif

ferent laboratories, specialized instruments for measuring 

frequency spectra and waveforms, techniques for "developing" 

magnetic marks that can be seen and measured directly on 

the tape, techniques for measuring the performance character

istics of recordeis and voice-operdted switches, and sta

tistical methods for analyzing experimental results. 
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19.10 ADVISORY PANEL REPORT RE THE WHITE HOUSE TAPES., JANUARY 151 1974 

In summary we have reached complete agreement on the 

following conclusions: 

1. The erasing and recording operations that produced 

the buzz section were done directly on the evidence tape. 

2. The Uher 5000 recorder designated Goverrunent 

Exhibit #60 probably produced the entire buzz section. 

3. The erasures and buzz recordings were done in at 

least five, and perhaps as many as nine, separate and con

tiguous segments. 

4. Erasure and recording of each segrnen~ required 

hand operation of keyboard controls on the Uher 5000 machine. 

5. Erased portions of the tape probably contained 

speech originally. 

6. Recovery of the speech is not possible by any 

method known to us. 

7. The evidence tape, in so far as we have d~termined, 

is an original and not a copy. 

Respettfully submitted, 

Richard H. Bolt 

Franklin S. Cooper 

James L. Flanagan 

John G. (Jay) McKnight 

Thomas G. Stockham, Jr. 

Mark R. Heiss 

(255) 



19.10 ADVISORY PANEL REPOR'r RE THE WHI TE HOUSE TAPES, .JANUARY 15, 1974 

SYMBOLS= 

V ERASE- RECORD 
ON 

4 ERASE- RECORD 
OFF, 

ERASE-RECORD 
ON AND OFF 

~SHORT SEGMENT 
OF SPEECH·Lll<E 
SOUND UNDER 
BUZZ 

START /STOP CL !CK 
w1n-11N BUZZ 

3lE ERASE -HEAD-OFF 
SIGNATURE OF 
UHER 5000 

(3k) ERASE-HEAD-OFF 
SIGNATURE 
PARTIALLY ERASED 

n SEGMENT WITH ' 
UNCERTAIN ENDING 

I , . 
I 

2 

4 

~ 
~------- 31( 

11 LOUD 
I I ~ Buzz 
I I 
I I 

I' 
I' 

" 

V 

SOFT 
BUZZ 
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"' ( ,,, 
:..'ii; '"' 

I d!J ___ --,,"E-~-c. C;~ 
fvl LOU [) . r.:'..::\: :::<0l\l 
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200! ~· 
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>
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_J 
Q. 

SEQUENCr. OF OPERATIONS SEQUENCE OF SOUND 

r/14/74 C ON UJl[f; :5000 RECORD[FI ON Hi[ T:\PE -· 
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19.11 ANALYSIS OF SUBPOENAED MATERIALS, NOVEMBER 26, 1973, IN RE GRAND JURY, 
MISC. 47-73 1 9 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

IN RE GRAND JURY SUBPOENA DUCES TECUM 
ISSUED TO RICHARD M. NIXON, OR ANY 
SUBORDINATE OFFICER, OFFICIAL OR 
EMPLOYEE WITH CUSTODY OR CONTROL OF 
CERTAIN DOCUMENTS OR OBJECTS 

Misc. No. 47-73 

~ANALYSIS, INDEX AND PARTICULARIZED CLAIMS OF 
l...__EXECUTIVE PRIVILEGE FOR SUBPOENAED MATERIALS 

Pursuant to the special court procedures issued on 

October 30, 1973, the President of the United States through his 

counsel submits herewith an analysis and an index of the subpoenaed 

materials, and particularized claims of executive privilege where 

applicable. 

All materials subpoenaed are primariiy identified in the 

subpoena as related to one of a series of specified conversations, 

one of which was a telephone conversation and the remainder of which 

were conducted in personal meetings. For each conversation, the 

subpoena demands production of "l. All tapes and other electronic 

and/or mechanical recordings or reproductions, and any memoranda , 

papers, transcripts or other writings, relating to" the specified 

conversation. 

This submission treats each conversation covered by the 

subpoena separately, in the order of the subparagraphs of Paragraph 1 

of the subpoena. (The materials cover,~d by Paragraphs 2 and 3 of the 

subpoena were voluntarily provided by the President to the Special 

Prosecutor for the Grand Jury's use when the subpoena was issued . ) 

PART I 

Item l(a) of the subpoena relates to "Meeting of June 20, 1972, 

in the P,~sident's Executive Office Building("EOB") office involving 

Richard ~'ix0n. J o hn Ehrlichman and H. R . Haldeman from 10: 30 a.m. to 

noon (time approximate)." 
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I 

(d) 

9 

Particularized Claim of Executive Privilege 

The conversation on the tape recording of the 

meeting between H. R. Haldeman and the President consists

of advice to the President by a senior advisor,on official 

decisions then pending before the President. None of the 

conversation recorded relates to Watergate. 

The President believes that the conversation is 

subject in its entirety to a claim of Executive Privilege 

in order to protect the confidentiality of advice given to 

the President. There is nothing in this conversation "con-

cerning possible criminal conduct or discussions of possible 

criminal conduct" as to testimony concerning which the

President announced he would not invoke Executive Privilege 

on May 22, 1973. 

This particularized claim of Executive Privilege 

should be sustained as to Item I.B.l., and this tape re

cording should not be submitted by the Court to the Grand 

Jury. 

(2) Memorandum (Notes of H. R. Haldeman) 

A file search has disclosed handwritten notes of 

H. R. Haldeman, which from the identifying markings and the 

content indicate the notes were made by H. R. Haldeman during 

the meeting with the President on June 20, 1972, between 

11:26 a.m. and 12:45 p.m. The notes are on two pages of paper 

from a yellow legal pad. These notes are being submitted as 

Item I.B.2. covered by the subpoena. 

L 

(a) Analysis 

The notes to be submitted to the Court as Item 

I.B.2. reflect that the President gave instructions to 

Mr. Haldeman to take certain actions of a public rela

tions character which related to the Watergate incident. 

(b) Index 

None necessary. 

(258) 



19012 ROSE MARY WOODS TESTIMONY, NOVEMBER 26, 1973, I N RE GRAND JURY, 
MISC. 4?-?3 1267-68 

Indistinct document retyped by 
House Judiciary Committee staff 

request re the meeting on June .20th. It said Erlichman [sic] /Haldeman 

meeting. What he wants is the segment on June 20th from 10:25 

to 11:20 with John Erlichman [sic] alone. Al Haig." 

By Mrs. Volner: 

~ Now, you then listened to the Erlichman (sic] portion of the 

I ::p:~:n~ you first heard the Halde man portion on October 1st 

at the White House? 

A. That is right. That was when I was ending the 

Erlichman [sic] one. 

Q. I am sorry? 

A. That was when I was ending the Erlichman [sic] one and 

wanting to be sure that I had. 

Q. And you said you listened to just a few minutes of 

Haldeman? 

A. That is right. 

Q. At what point did you stop listening to Haldeman? 

A. Well, I started to stop l i stening to Haldeman when 

they started talking about schedul i ng matters, about going to 

a state where Pat Nixon's mother and father had lived, were 

married before they moved to Ely, Nevada, where she was born. 

And there was something about tourism. I don't know whether 

some Governor had called and asked. I don't remember. And 

that is the last I heard on that tape. And that is the time 

that through some error on my part some way in turning around 

to reach one of my phones, which buzzes and buzzes and buzzes, 

Indistinct document retyped by 
House Judiciary Committee staff 
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Indistinct document retyped by 
House Judiciary Connnittee staff 

I pushed the record button down. Now, whether I held my foot 

on the pedal or whether the button stuck down I couldn't tell 

you. I thought it was something like 4-, 1/2 to 5 minutes and 

I so told the President as soon as I could go in to see him. 

Q You told the President exactly what? 

A That I was afraid that I had caused a gap in the 

Haldeman tape and he said; there is no problem because that 

is not a subpoenaed tape. 

Q You told him that on October 1st? 

A That is right. 

Q And did you have any other conversation with the 

President on October 1st? 

A I haven't the slightest idea. 

Q Did you listen to the portion that you had, as you 

testified, perhaps erased? 

A 

Nevada, 

Lack I 

shrill 

·-Q 

A 

No. The last word I heard on the Haldeman was Ely, 

or Ely, and the next thing when I pushed the button 

got as far as Ely again and that is when there is this 

noise. 

And what follows the shrill noise? 

What follows the shrill noise is again something 

This is what I listened to on Saturday or Friday, whichever day. 

What follows is something about Democratic Convention or seating 

of delegates or I didn't try to take it down at all. 

Q Was there anything concerning the 

Indistinct document retyped by 
House Judiciary Conmittee staff 
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20. On June 20, 1972 Gordon Strachan met with H. R. Haldeman and 

showed him a copy of a Political Matters Memorandum Strachan had sent 

to Haldeman prior to April 4, 1972 concerning approval of a "sophisti

cated intelligence system with a budget of $300,000." Haldeman 

acknowledged to Strachan that he had read the political intelligence 

item in the memorandum. Strachan also showed Haldeman political 

intelligence reports referring to "Sedan Chair II" which had been 

attached to the memorandum. Haldeman said he had not previously read 

the attachment, and proceeded to read it. According to Strachan, 

Haldeman directed him to destroy all of the documents. Haldeman has 

testified that he could not recall giving Strachan any such instruction. 

Page 
20.1 Gordon Strachan testimony, 6 SSC 2452-53, 

2457-58. _ . , ........................................... 262 

20.2 H. R. Haldeman testimony, 8 SSC 3096-97 ••.••..••.•••.. 266 
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that would strike me as far more sensitive a matter to send through the 
normal messenger channels than some file which other witnesses have 
indicated was not ,patently illegal on its face. 

Mr. DASH. In other words, what you are saying is that you never 
did see the Gemstone file, Mr. Magruder never invited you over to see 
it, and that prior to March 30, you had no knowledge of any so-called 
Liddy intelligence plan? · 

Mr. STRACHAN. That is correct. 
Mr. DASH. Now, did that change, at least after March 30? 
If it did, could you tell us how it changed? 
Mr. STRAGI-L\N. Yes; I was aware that Mr. Magruder would be going 

down to Key Biscayne to review several campaign decisions that had 
accumulated during ,John MitchelFs working on the ITT problem. 
He called me up in an apparently fairly brief telephone conversation 
and reviewed the 30 or so pending campaig-n decisions. I took notes on 
that telephone conversation and prepared shortly thereafter a political 
matters memorandum for Mr. Haldeman, summarizing that telephone 
conversation as well as other information. 

Mr. DASH. And what did that include? I mean did it include a Liddy 
intelligence plan? · 

Mr. STRACHAN. Yes; Mr. Magruder told me that a sophisticated 
political intelligence gathering system had been approved and I re
ported that to Mr. Haldeman. 

Mr. DASH. )Vere you aware that that was one of the items for deci-
sion that went down to Key Biscayne with Mr. Magruder? · 

Mr. STRACHAN.No; I was not. 
Mr. DASH. So that it was after he came back that he reported that to 

you? 
Mr. STRACHAN. That is correct. 
Mr. DASH. Can you recall approximately when he made that report 

to you? 
· Mr. STRACHAN. Well, it was shortly thereafter, I would guess either 
Friday, March 31, maybe Saturday. My secretary recalls having typed 
the memorandum on Friday. 

Mr. DASH. And it is clear in your mind that :\fr. Magmder reported 
that Mr. Mitchell had in fact approved a sophisticated intelligence 
plan? 

Mr. STRACHAN. Well, I concluded that Mr. Mikhell had approved it. 
I believe that when Mr. Magmder was Q'oincr through the decisions 
and the way I would usually report it to Mr. Haldeman would be that 
Mr. Magruder reports that Mr. Mitchell has approved the following 
matters, and I would put a colon, and then I would list the items. 

Mr. DASH. But did you do it with regard to this plan? 
Mr. STR..\CHAX. '"f es; that was one of the 30 items that was listed. 
Mr: DASH. I think i;11 your statement you referred to a ~ophisticated 

ntelhgence system with a budget of 300. Three hundred what? 
Mr. STRACHAN. Well, it is $,300,000. On almost all of the memoran

dums that I wrote to Mr. Haldeman, I would leave off the last three 
zeroes, because usually the figures that we were dealing with were very, 
very large. 

Mr. DASH. Now, you say that you then prepared a political matters 
memorandu:µi for ~Ir. Haldeman, and you included this approved 
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sophisticated intelligence plan, that $300,000 budget, in that political 
matters memorandum. 

Do you recall the number of that memorandum! 
Mr. STRACHAN. Yes; it was Dolitical matters memorandum No. 8. 
Mr. DAsH. A.nd how many political matters memorandums did you 

write after that, if you can recall approximately! 
Mr. STRACHAN. Well, through the campaign and toward the end 

of the campaign, they got a little further apart, but I wrote 28. 
Mr. DASH. Did you receive any infonnat10n or indication that Mr. 

Haldeman, in fact, read the political matters memorandum, No. 18 
with specific reference to the sophistica:ted intelligence pla.n with a 
budget of $300,000? 

Mr. STRACHAN. Yes; it was Mr. Haldeman's practice when he would 
read such a memorandum to make notes and check off those· para
graphs which he had indicated and then he would write it up in the 
upper right-hand corner "To Strachan," in this case indicating the 
memorandum should be returned directly to me, and I would go 
through his memorandums after he had read them, and this partic
ular one I reread, and noted his checking off of all the paragraphs 
that I had prepared for him. 

Mr. DASH. '\Vas there any other comment besides that particular 
one~ 

Mr. STRACHAN. Besides the paragraph that you are concerned about 
there was simply a blank check. 

Mr. 1DAsH. Now, did there come a time shortly afterwards when you 
were asked to do anything about that particular matter! 

Mr. STRACHAN. I am sorry. 
Mr. DASH. Diel there come a time shortly afterward when you were 

asked to write either· any other paper or memorandum or take any 
further action with regard to that particular matter? · 

Mr. STRACHAN. I am sorry. I do not understand the--
Mr. DASH. Well, you testified that you submitted to :Mr. Haldeman 

a report on your political matters memorandum concerning this so
phisticated intelligence plan, and then that this was checked off, indi
cating to you that he had read it. vVhat happened afterward concern-

L
ing that particular matt.er? Did t.ha.t just .. stay in your file or did Mr. 
Haldeman take any further action on it to your knowledge! 

Mr. STRACHAN. Well, after the memorandum came back out Mr. 
Haldeman was going to meet with Mr. :Mitchell on April 4. 

· l\fr. DASH. How did you learn about that? 
Mr. STR\CHAN. Mr. Haldeman had a system on his telephones 

where he could push a button and have one of his personal aides moni
tor the telephone conversation. 

Mr. DASH. Would this be similar to an extension phone where some
body would be asked to get on an extension phone and just listen in i 

l\fr. STRACHAN. ,velL it would be different from an extension phone 
because you could not detect the fact that it was picked up, and there 
was no way that the person listening on the phone could make any 
noise either by talking or by a secretary typing t-0 indicate that there 
was someone else on the phone. 

:Mr. D.\SH. How were you notified or how was it indicated to you 
that you were to pickup the line? 
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Mr. STRACHAN. No, I did not. 
Mr. DASH. Did you later learn from Mr. Magruder anything about 

this event? 
Mr. STRACHAN. ·well, I called him that afternoon and then tried to 

call him again that evening, and did not reaCih him. Placed a third call 
on Sunday about noon, Washington time, and asked him if he knew 
anything about this since I had rather expected a phone call from Mr. 
Haldeman, and he said "Don't worry about it, I have been on the phone 
this morning with Boh, and you needn',t know anything a.bout it." 

Mr. D.IBH. All right. What did you do after that? 
Mr. STRACHAN. I called Mr. Higby, because I didn't really belie-ye 

that .Magruder had talked to Mr. Haldeman, Haldeman was down m 
Kev Biscavne. l\fr. Higby told me yes, in fact Magruder had talked 
with Mr. Haldeman and Mr. Ehrlichman was handling the entire 
matter. 

Mr. DasH. All right. Now, at that point were you concerned about 
any particular thing? 

::\.fr. STRACHAN. Pardon? 
.Mr. DASH. At that point having learned that Mr. Haldeman now 

had spoken to .Mr. Magruder and was informed, did a concern come 
into your mind? 

Mr. STRACHAN. Yes, I expected over the entir13 weekend Mr. Halde
man to call me and ask me what I knew, if I knew anything why I had 
not reported it to him, the usual very tough questions he would ask. 

Mr. DASH. Did you begin at that time to suspect any problem tha_t 
Mr. Haldeman may have with regard to this? -

Mr. STRACHAN. ·well, you have to draw one of three conclusions: 
Either he knew about it ahead of time; either he didn't except me 
to report to liim, or he had received a report and had calmed down. 

Mr. DASH. Did you arrive at any one conclusion 1 
Mr. STRACHAN. It was either one of the latter. two, either he knew 

or he didn't expect me to report to him. 
Mr. DASH. ·what did you do after you learm~d that he had heard 

about it, what did you do yourself? 
Mr. STRACHAN. I didn't do anything. The White House logs indicate 

that I was in the White House for a minute Sunday, I don't know 
what that was for. 

The next day, Monday--
Mr. DASH. Monday was June 19, 1972? 
Mr. STRACHAN. That is correct. 
Mr. DASH. All right. · 
Mr. STRACHAN. I began going through my files, Mr. Haldeman's 

file.s, to see if there were any indications of any information that would 
be many way related to this act. 

Mr. DASH. Well, did you come to any conclusion as to whether there 
was anything in the files that would be many way related~ 

Mr. STRACHAN. Yes. I pulled out several documents, most partic
ularly the political matters memorandum No. 18. 

Mr. DASH. And that was the one that referred to the sophisticated 
intelli~nce plan i 

Mr. ::STRACHAN. That is correct. 
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Mr. DASH. Did you also pull out that memorandum or these little 
notes that you had taken concerning the communication that you had 
from Mr. Haldeman to contact Mr. Liddy about his capabilities being 
switched from Muskie to McGovern? 

Mr. STRACHAN. Well, I pulled that document out but I did not take 
that up to Mr. Haldeman. 

Mr. DASH. All right. 
Now., what did you believe at that time when you took the docu

ment out? 
Did vou believe that a break-in at the Democratic National Commit

tee headquarters was in fact related to this plan? 
Mr . . STRACHAN. I didn't know for sure, but I had pretty strong 

suspicions. 
Mr. DAS:a Did you meet with Mr. Haldeman shortly after you pulled 

that file out ? · 
1'Ir. 8-rRACHA..--.. Yes, I did. 
Mr. DASH. Could you tell us when? 
:Mr; S'I"RACHAN. I believe it was the morning of June 20. He had 

returned from Florida, I had given a note to Mr. Higby that I thought 
I should see ~Ir. Haldeman. :Mr. Halclema.n summoned me to his office, 
and I walked in with the political matters memorandum. 

Mr. DASH. I think you had indicattid that you were somewhat con
. cerned about Mr. Haldeman's reaction to you about not being informed. 
Were you still concerned when you met with Mr. Haldeman on June 
20? 

Mr. STRACHAN. Yes, I was scared to death. I thought I would be 
fired at that point for not having figured that out. 

Mr. DASH. Were you fired or did he berate you? 
Mr. STRACH..-\N. No, he did not berate me. He said almost jokingly, 

"Well, what do we know about the events over the weekend?" And I 
was quite nervous and retreated to sort of legal protective terms and 
I said, "Well, sir, this is what can be imputed to you through me, your 
agent," · and opened the political matters memorandum. to the para
graph on intelligence, showed it to him. He acknowledged his check 
antl that he had read that, and said that he had not read the tab, which 
had been attached, turned, began reading it, said, maybtl I should 
have been reading these, these are quite interesting, and read the tab. 

Mr. DASH. W'hat tab was that? 
Mr. STRACHAN. That was Sedan Chair II. 
Mr. DASH. Then what, if anything, did you tell him or did he tell you 

after he had gone through this memorandum again i 
Mr. STRACHAN. He told me, "\Vell, make sure our files are clean." 
l\fr. DASH. What did that mean to you i 
Mr. STRACHAN. Well, I went down and shredded that document e.nd 

others related. 
Mr. DAsH. Now, did vou do that on your own initiative as such, or 

did you feel that you were makin~ sure that you were following Mr. 
Haldeman's instru ction that you s110uld make sure the files are cl~ 1 

Mr. STRACHAN. No, I believed I was following his orde'I'S. 
Mr. DASH. A.nd you shredded -all of No. 18, the political matters 

memorandum No. 18? 
~-••STRACHAN. That is correct. 

1 r . DASH. Wbat about the memorandum that you had made on the 
communication with regard to Mr. Liddy? 
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Mr. !Lu.DEMAN. March 21. 
Senator TALMADGE. Yes. 
Mr. HALDEMAN. I don't ·believe th-at Mr. Dean implicated me on 

:March 21 except to sa.y that there was a. potential problem that could 
develop in connection with the transference of the $350,000. 

Senator TALMADGE. Did he question you about it extensively? The 
President¥ 

Mr. HALDEMAN. The President? He asked me about the matter of 
the $350,000; yes, sir. 

Senator TALMADGE. Mr. Ehrlichman testified that Mr. Petersen had 
pressed the 'President to fire you on April 15 because of the impli
cations of the matter. Mr. Ehrlichman sa.id tha.t he voluntarily resigned 
under no pressure from the President. How about you f Did the Presi
dent ask you to resign¥ 

Mr. lliLDEXAN. No, sir. The President and 'I discussed, as I testified 
this morning to the-to this committee, tha.t at that time it became 
apparent tome, and I am sure it was apparent to the President, that I 
was not in a. position to carry out my duties effectively and properly; 
and the question was discussed in terms-during the period of the last 
couple of weeks of April-in terms of a leave of absence or a resig
nation and ultimately decided on my pa.rt tha.t a resignation was the 
proper course. The President agreed with that. 

Senator TALMADGE. Now, you have been implicated by both Mr. 
Dean and the Assistant Attorney General, Mr. Petersen, and you were 
not asked to resign. That is your testimony, is iU 

Mr. HALDEMAN. I don't believe that I had been implicated, Senator. 
Senator TALMADGE. I am talking a.bout what others have said. 
l\fr. HALDEMAN. Yes, sir, but I mean--
Senator TALMADGE. Dean so testified. I understand the Assistant 

Attorney General had urged the President to fire you on April 15. 
Do you lmow anything about that 1 

J\Ir. HALDEMAN. Well, you are basing that, as I understand it now, 
on Mr. Ehrlichman's testimony. My recollection is slightly different 
but-

Sertator TALMADGE. You disa.groo with Mr. Ehrlichman at this point. 
Mr. HALDEMAN. No, sir. I would like to explain my point. My recol

lection is slightly different and perhaps not substantially different in 
that it was my understanding that Mr. Petersen's recommendati~m was 
that the President place us on leaves of absence because the testimony, 
the information that he had. concerned or contained matters that would 
be embarrassin,g- to us in terms of our continuing in our position. He 
specifically, as I understand it, informed the President that he did not 
have anything that legally implicated us on that basis and the Presi
dent, it is my understanding, asked him~d that he would not take 
action to place us on leaves of absence in the absence of specific charges 
or information that did implicate us which Mr. Petersen, as I under-

1-
and it, never produced. 
Senator TALMADGE. Thank you, Mr. Haldeman. My time has expired 

nd I must go to the floor to ca.st a vote also. · 
Senator Gurney. 
Senator GURNEY. Thank you. 
Mr. Haldeman, your statement was very full and comprehensive and 

so were the questions by counsel today. 
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I have more-mostly bits and pieces of information I would like to 
ask you about to sort of fill in. 

On this business with Mr. Strachan, cleaning up the files, and his 
later shredding-, I think he testified, as I recall, that later on during 
an airplane trip on Air Force One he brought up this question with 

Li
ou. Do you recall that'? 
Mr. HALDEMAN. No, sir. As I said, I don't recall a. report from him. 
don't recall requesting him to do-to clean up,the files nor do I recall 
report that he had done so. 
Senator GURNEY. Did you ever discuss with Mr. Mitchell anything 

about the break-in or the ooverup of Watergate'? And now I am-of 
course, I know you did late this year, in March, but I am talking about 
earlier, after the break-in, or during 1972 '? 

}rfr. lliwEMAN. After the break-in I am sure there were discus
sions-there were discussions regarding the break-in and the ongoing 
developments in the Watergate case and I a.m certain that Mr. Mitchell 
was in some of those discussions. So the answer regarding the break-in. 
would be yes. 

SenatorGURNEY. I should have phrased my question a. little better. 
Did you ever discuss any matters with him that indicated to you tha.t 
there was a. coverup, is what I really intended to ask. 

Mr. HALDEMAN. No, sir; I ·attempted in my statement to try to draw 
a distinction between what now is termed coverup, which I feel is a. 
loose term, that is not maybe defined in each person's mind the same as 
in each other person's, and it has so generally come to mean the illegal 
acts that have been made forth here, that when you say coverup, if by 
coverup you mean any of the illegal actions that were or have been 
alleged to have been taken, then my answer would be very clearly no. 

Senator GURNEY. I did intend that. I did intend to refine it to in
clude the illegal actions. 

Mr. Magruder worked for you as a staff man in the White House; 
didhenot1 

Mr. HALDEMAN. He did for a short period of time. He came in to the 
White House as a special assistant under my direct responsibility as a 
project man and continued in that role for approximately 4 months, 
I believe, at which time he moved over to Herb Klein's office as Deputy 
Director of Communications, which was a post he held for a year, over 
a year I bel,ieve, before he went to the reelection committee. 

Senator GURNEY. Were you at all close to him during this· period 
of time in the White House i Were you close personal friends, see a 
lot of each other'? 

Mr. HALDEMAN. No. He was a. member of my staff. During the time 
he was a member of my staff and I saw him fairly frequently on a. 
business basis but I had no social relationship with him. 

Senator GURNEY. Did he do any reporting to you when he was in his 
ca:eacity of the Committee To Re-Elect the President as deputy cam
paign director 1 

Mr. HALDEMAN.Some, yes; but he primarily reported to Mr. Mitchell 
and I dealt prima.rily with Mr. Mitchell on matters relating to the 
reelection rommittee. 

,Senator GURNEY. Again in any conversations that you ha.d with Mr. 
Magruder iin the year 1972, did you discuss any of the illegal aspects 
of the coverup of Watergate? 
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21. Following his meeting with R.R. Haldeman, Gordon Strachan 

shredded the Political Matters Memorandum regarding a sophisticated 

intelligence gathering system that he had shown Haldeman. Strachan 

also shredded other related documents, including a memorandum re

garding Gordon Liddy, an April 4, 1972 talking paper prepared by 

Strachan for a meeting between Haldeman and John Mitchell, a memo

randum from Jeb Magruder to Mitchell regarding Donald Segretti, and 

Segretti's telephone number. After Strachan destroyed these docu

ments, he told John Dean what documents he had destroyed. On July 

1, 1972 Strachan, Haldeman and Lawrence Higby were part of a Presi

dential party aboard Air Force One. Strachan has testified that during 

the flight he reported to Haldeman that the job had been accomplished, 

and Haldeman told him to reduce the number of copies made of future 

Political Matters Memoranda from three to two. Haldeman has testified 

that he does not recall receiving such a report. 
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that Mr. Mitchell and Mr. Dean were shocked by Liddy's _plan; l\fr . 
. :i\fagruder's staff man, Gordon Liddy, was apparently qmte humil
iated, and nothing was approved. In other words, if those meetings 
were routinely reported to Mr. Haldeman, as evidence of Mr. ira
gruder's administrative ability and judgment, the ,January and Feb
ruary .meetings would not very likely inspire the confidence of Mr. 
Haldeman or the President. 

Yet, Mr. :Magruder testified that "as he recalled" he returned to 
his office after both these embarrassing meetings and routinely called 
Mr. Haldeman's staff assistant, me, and told me about his blunder, 
presumably so that I could inform Mr. Haldeman. That testimony is 
difficult to reconcile with good sense. Presumably, ~Ir. Magruder knew 
that :irr. Dean would report on the. meetin~ to Mr. Haldeman-as 
)fr. Dean has testified he did-why would Mr. Magruder want two 
people reporting the same disaster to Mr. Haldeman 1 

It is true, however, that Mr. Magruder called me after he returned 
:from the )farch 30, 1972, meeting at Key Biscayne with Mr. Mitchell 
and }Ir. LaRue and reported on about 30 major campaign decisions. 
Each of these decisions was briefly described in that rather short 
phone conversation. During this call, he told me, and I am repeating his 
words rather precisely: "A sophisticated political intelligence-gather
ing .;;ystem has been approved with a budget of 300." Unfortunately· 
he neither gave me, nor did I ask for any further details about the 
subject. --

Soon thereafter I wrote one of my regular "political matters" 
emos for Mr. Haldeman. This particular memo for early April was 
to 10 pages long with more than a dozen tabs or attachments, but it 

contained only one three-line paragraph on political intelligence. That 
paragraph read almost verbatim as Mr. Magruder had indicated to 
me over the phone. I wrote in the memo to Mr. Haldeman-Again this 
is almost a quote: 

Magruder reports that 1701 now has a sophisticated political intelligenee
gattiering system with a budget of 300. A sample of the type of information they 
are developing is attached at tab "H." 

At tab "H", I enclosed a political intelligence report which had been 
sent to me from the committee. It was entitled Sedan Chair II. This 
report and two others somewhat like it that I had received began with 
a statement such as, "A confidential source reveals" or "a reliable 
source confidentially reports." This was followed by a summary of 
some political information. 

In April 1972, I was mainly interested in reporting to )Ir. Halde
man on those 30 campaign decisions and other relernnt political items. 
I did not give much thought to what :Mr. Magrnder meant by :·sophisti
cated political intelligence-gathering svstem." Nor did I gi,·e much 
thought to the real identity of Sedan Chair II, but I remember that 

information dealt with Senator Humphrey's Pennsylvania 
nization. 
owever, on June 17, 19H, and afterward, as the news be~n unfold

ing about the break-in at the Democratic National Committee, I cer-
tainly began to wonder ,yho else but people from 1701 could hare been 
involved. I snspected that maybe the ·watergate bre:1k-in was part of 
the sophisticated political intelligence operation l\Ir. )Iagruder had 
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Mr. DASH. Did you also pu11 out that memorandum or these little 
notes that you had taken concerning the communication that you had 
from Mr. Haldeman to contact Mr. Liddy about his capabilities being 
switched from Muskie to McGovern? -

Mr. STRACHAN. ·well, I pulled that document out but I did not take 
that up to Mr. Haldeman. 

Mr. DASH. All right. 
Now, what did you believe at that time when you took the docu

ment out? 
Did you believe that a break-in at the Democratic National Commit

tee headquarters was in fact related to this plan? 
Mr .. STRACHAN. I didn't know for sure, but I had pretty strong 

suspicions. 
Mr. DASH. Did you meet with Mr. Haldeman shortly after you pulled 

that file out ? 
Mr. STRACHAN. Yes, I did. 
Mr. DASH. Could you tell us when? 
Mr. STRACHAN. I believe it was the morning of June 20. He had 

returned from Florida, I had ~ven a note to Mr. Higby that I tho~ht 
I should see Mr. Haldeman. Mr. Haldema.n swnmoned me to his otnce, 
and I walked in with the political matters memorandum. 

Mr. DASH. I think you had indicated that you were somewhat con
cerned about Mr. Haldeman's reaction to you about not being informed. 
Were you still concerned when you met with Mr. Haldeman on June 
20? 

Mr. STRACHAN. Yes, I was scared to death. I thought I would be 
fired at that point for not having figured that out. 

Mr. DASH. Were you fired or did he berate you? 
Mr. STRACHAN. No, he did not berate me. He said almost jokingly, 

"Well, what do we know about the events over the weekend?" And I 
was quite nervous and retreated to sort of legal protective terms and 
I said, "Well, sir, this is what can be imputed to you through me, your 
agent," and opened the political matters memorandum to the para
graph on intelligence, showed it to him. He acknowledged his check 
and that he had read that, and said that he had not read the tab, which 
had been attached, turned, began reading it, said, maybe I should 
have been reading these, these are quite interesting, and read the tab. 

Mr. DASH. What tab was that? 
Mr. STRACHAN. That was Sedan Chair II. . 
Mr. DASH. Then what, if anything, did you tell him or did he tell you 

after he had gone through this memorandum again? 
Mr. STRACHAN. He told me, "vVell, make sure our files are clean." 
Mr. DASH. vVhat did that mean to you? 
Mr. STRACHAN. vVell, I went down and shredded that document and 

others related. 
Mr. DASH. Now, did vou do that on your own initi~tive as such, or 

did you feel rthat you were making sure that you were followin~ Mr. 
Haldeman's instruction that you should make sure the files are cloon i 

Mr. STRACHAN. No, I believed I was following his orders. 
Mr. DASH. And you shredded all of No. 18, the political matters 

memorandum No. 18 ~ 
Mr. STRACHAN. Tha.tiscorreot. 
Mr. DASH. vVhat about the memorandum ithrut you had made on the 

communication with regard to Mr. Liddy 1 
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Mr. STRACHAX. Yes, I shredded that also. 
l\f r. DASH. "\Vere there any other documents that you shredded? 
~fr. STRACHAX. Yes, I did go through and make sure our files were 

Glean. I shredded the talking paper between l\Ir. Haldeman and :Mr. 
Mitchell on April 4~ I shredded a reference to l\fr. Segretti, I shredded 
Mr. Seg-retti's telephone number. 

Mr. DASH. 1Vhat reference was that to Mr. Segretti? 
l\fr. STRACHAX. 1Vell, there had been •a dispute between whether or 

not Mr. Segretti should continue out in the field functioning some
what independent. Mr. l\Iap:ruder wrote a memorandum to Mr. 
Mitchell entitled "Matter of Potential Embarrassment" in which ib.e 
described ,t.his individual in the field and how that im:lividual should 
be under the direction of Mr. Liddy. Mr. Mitchell had ,a copy of that 
and Mr. Haldeman had a copy of that. And Mr. Haldeman had told 
me to call up Mr. Segretti and to tell him to expect a call and his di
rections from Mr. Liddy. I shredded that memorandum also. 
· l\fr. DASH. \Vere there any other documents that you shredded~ 

Mr. STlli\CHAX. 1Vell, we gave the committee a list. · 
Mr. DASH. You may have stated, but did that include the talking 

paper that vou had prepared for Mr. Haldeman for his meeting with 
:Mr. Mitchell on April 4? . 

Mr. STlli\CHAX. Yes, I think I said that that was one of the items. 
Mr. DASH. Now, arter you shredded these papers on the 20th of 

June 1972, did you inform anybody that you had done this? 
Mr. STRACHAX. Yes, I went over to John Dean's office and gave him 

a list orally of the documents that I had shredded and told him that 
those had been Mr. Haldeman's instructions. 

Mr. DASH. Why did you inform John Dean? 
Mr. STRACHAX. ,ven, John Dean was. •as you lmow, the counsel to 

the President and the man who would presumably be handling this 
problem. 

Mr. DASH. Did yon inform anybody else? 
Mr. STRACK\X. No. 
)fr. DASH. Now, ham you since had an opportunity to go through 

•the ,,Tllite Honse records to look at the various memorandums ,tha,t 
you have prepared in the past? 

)Ir. STRACIL\X. Yes, I have gone back into an Executive Office Build
ing office, room 522, to go through the files. 

l\fr. DAsH. And did these files still have the political matters memo
ran<lum that you had prepared for Jfr. Haldeman? 

Mr. STRACHAX. Well, they contained all political matters memo~ 
randums except No.18. 

)fr. DASH. 18 was missing? 
Mr. SnucHAX. That is right. 
Mr. DA.SH. So :vou reaffi1:mecl the fact that you had destroyed 18? 
Mr. STIL\CHAX. 1Vell, I did not forget that. 
l\f r. DASH. No. It had not been replaced, anyway? 
Jfr. SnucnAx. ·No. 
Mr. DASH. Now, later, did :vou e,·er inform )fr. Haldeman that yon 

wanted to make sure that the files were clean or that you had destroyed, 
in fact, the particular files that you ,nre worried about? 

l\fr. STR . .\CIL\X. Yes. On ,July 1, I ,vas invited to go out with the 
Presidential party on Air Force One. There were going to be a series of 
discussions out there with Mr. MacGregor and Mr. Jfalek regarding 
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the campaign. I had done a political matters memo for the ,preceding 
2 weeks and I joined Mr. Haldeman and Mr. Higby on that flight. At 
that time, I reviewed both the most recent political matters memor
andum and the fact that I had in fact made sure the files were clean. 

Mr. DASH. "\Vhat was Mr. Haldeman's reaction, if anything, when 
you told him that you had destroyed No. 18? 

Mr. STRACHAN. I do not think he said anything. I just reported it 
as a matter of fact and we went on to something else. 

Mr. DASH. And to your recollection, he accepted that as a matter of 
fact? 

Mr. STRACHAN. Well, I would remember if he had told me that was 
a very stupid thing to do. 

Mr. DASH. Now, was there any discussion· as to how many copies of 
these memorandums in the future should be made? 

Mr. STRACHAN. Yes; he asked me how many copies of the political 
matters memorandum had been prepared and I told him three, and he 
told me at that time to cut the number down to two. 

Mr. DASH. Who received these copies? There were two, one for him 
and one for who? 

-----_Mr.STRACHAN. Well, one for Mr. Haldeman and one for me. _ 
Mr. DASH. Now, after this event, and after, of course, the break-in 

at Watergate, what was your relationship with the Committee To Re
Elect the President?. Did it continue, and did you continue as liaison? 

Mr. STRACHAN~ Yes, it did. I had talked with Mr. Malek on the trip 
out to California and he talked to Mr. MacGregor about how good I 
thought· Bob Reisner was as an administrative assistant and the de
cision was made to move Bob Reisner to become Clark MacGregor's 
administrative assistant and I continued to work very, very closely 
with Mr. Reisner. 

Mr. DASH. Did you have any reSJ?Onsibilities to report to :Mr. Halde
man concerning the Watergate aff a1r? 

Mr. STRACHAN, None. 
Mr. DASH. I take it that after the break-in, the so-called Watergate 

affair became an important matter of concern in the campaign? 
Mr. STRACHAN. "\Vell, everybody followed it rather closely. 
Mr. DASH. And I take it various meetings were held, and I think 

that we've had considerable testimony from a number of witnesse.:3 
concerning the meetings just after the break-in through June, the 
latter part of July and August. "\Vere you aware of those meetings? 

Mr. STRACHAN. No, not really. I certainly never attended any. I 
don't think I was specifically aware that they were having all these 
meetings on what has turned out to be the Watergate matter. 

Mr. DAsH. Were you aware of an interchange of information, let 
me say between Mr. Dean, l\Ir. Magruder, l\ifr. Mitchell, Mr. Mardian, 
Mr. LaRue, and then on the other side, l\fr. Haldeman and :Mr. 
Ehrlichman, involvin!! these meetings 1 

Mr. STRACHAN. No, I don't think so and that sort o~ goes to the poi~t 
of how ·Dean could keep all facts and people sort of m order. I dont 
think he ever told me that he was having all these meetings. 

Mr. DAsH. So as you testified earlier with regard to the meeting baek 
on Febmary 4 and also January 27, when Mr. Dean was present, )fr. 
Haldeman would rely on Mr. Dean's report and it was not nece&.--ary 
for you to be that messenger of the information. So it happened after-
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fensive and stated that he was merely on his payroll as a consultant 
because Ehrlichman had so requested. He asked me to determine if 

· Hunt was still on his payroll and I said I would check. Colson also 
expressed concern over the contents of Hunfs safe. Several weeks 
later-probably 4 or. 5--I learned from Paul O'Brien, who was 
representing the reelection committee, that he had learned from )Ir. 
Hunt's attorney, :\.fr. William Bittman, that Hunt and Colson spoke 
on the telephone over the weekend of June 17-18, and that Hunt had 
told Colson to get the materials out of his-Hunt's--office safe. 

).fr. Hugh Sloan called me to tell me he was worried. At that time 
I knew of no reason why Mr. Sloan should be worried so I told him 
not to worry. He told me that he would like to meet with me and I 
told him that I was trying to find out what had happened and re
quested we meet in a few days. I do not recall the precise date we did 
meet. 

I next contacted Liddy and asked him to meet with me. He said he 
would come to my office. As he came into the office I was on my way 
out. I suggested we take a walk. It was shortly before noon and we 
walked down 17th Street toward the Corcoran Gallery. 

I will try to reconstruct the conversation to the best of my memory. 
While I cannot recall every detail, I do indeed recall the major items 
we discussed. _ 

Mr. Liddy told me that the men who had been arrested in the DNC 
were his men and he expressed concern about them. I asked him why 
he had men in the DNC and ·he told me that :Magruder had pushed 
him into doing it. He told me that he had not wanted to do it, but 
Magruder had complained about the fact that they were not getting 
good information from a bug they had placed in the DXC sometime 
earlier. He then explained something about the steel structure of the 
Watergate Office Building that was inhibiting transmission of the bug 
and that they had gone into the building to correct this problem. He 
said that he had reported to Magruder that during the earlier entry 
of the DNC offices they had seen documents-which I beliere he told 
me were either Government documents or classified documents--and 
Magruder had told him to make copies of those documents. 

Liddy was very apologetic for the fact that they had been caught and 
that Mr. :McCord was involved. He told me that he had used )Ir. 
:McCord only because :Magruder had cut his budget so badly. I asked 
him why one of the men had a check from Mr. Howard Hunt and he 
told me that these men were friends of Hunt and Hunt had put him 
in touch with them. I do not ref'all Liddv discussing any further in
volvement of Hunt, other than Hunt's p11tting him in to.uch with the 
Cubans. I asked him if anyone from the "\Vhite Honse was inrnlved 
and he t-0ld me no. 

As the conversation ended he again expressed his apolo,l!Y and his 
concern about the men in jail. I told him I couldn·t help and he said he 
understood. He also told me that he was a soldier and would never talk. 
He said if anvone wished to shoot him on the street. he was readv. 
As we parted I said I would be 11nable to disc11ss this with him fnrthe·r. 
He said he understood and I returned to my office. 

I Aft~r returning to mv office I arranged a meeting with Ehrlidrnrnn 
in his office for mid-afternoon. Gordon Strachan canw to my officl' 
shortly after I had met with Liddy. Strachan told nw that he hi1d been 
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instructed by Haldeman to go through all of Mr. Haldeman's files 
over the weekend and remove and destroy damaging materials. He 
told me that this material included such matters as memorandums from 
the reelection committee, documents relating to wiretap information 
from the DNC, notes of meetings with Haldeman, and a document 
which reflected that Haldeman had instructed :Magruder to transfer 
his intelligence gathering from Senator Muskie to Senator :McGovern. 
Strachan told me his files were completely clean. 

I spoke with l\Ir. Kleindienst and he told me that both the FBI 
and the D.C. Metropolitan Police were inve:>"tigating, and he assumed 
that the FBI would take full jurisdiction of the case shortly. He also 
alluded to his encounter with Liddy a~ Burning Tree Cotmtry Club, 
but did not explain this in full until I later met with hiin. I do not 
have a. record of when I met with ~fr. Kleindienst, but it was either 
on }fonday, the 19th, or the next day. I will describe that meeting 
shordv. 

I met with Ehrlich.man in the mid-afternoon and reported in full 
my conversation with Liddy. I also told Ehrlichman about the earlier 
meetings I had attended in Mitchell's office in late January and early 
February and my subsequent conversation with Haldeman. He told 
me he wanted to meet later with Colson and told me to attend. Ehrlich
man also requested that I keep him advised and find out from the 
Justice Department on what was going on. I did not mention my con
versation with Strachan because I assumed that Ehrlichman was aware 
o-f this from Haldeman himself. 

Later that afternoon I attended a second meeting in Ehrlichman's 
office with Colson. I recall Ehrlichman asking where Hunt was. I said 
I had no idea and Colson made a similar statement. At that point, be
fore the meeting had started, Ehrlichman instruded me to call Liddy 
to have him tell Hunt to get out of the country. I did this, without 
even thinking. Shortly after I made the call, however, I renlized that 
no one in the White House should give such an instrnction 1.nd raised 
the matter. A brief discussion ensued between Ehrlichman nr.d myself. 
As I recall, Ehrlichman said that he was not a fugitive from j11stice, 
so why not. I said that I did not think it was very wise. At this point, 
Colson chimed in that he also thought it unwise and Ehrlichman 
agreed. I immediately called 'Liddy again toretract the request but he 
informed me that he had already passed the message and it might be 
too late to retract. . 

Following this brief telephone skirmish remirdin.l!' Hnnt's travel 
plans, the meeting turned to Hunt's status at the White House. I had 
learned from Fred Fielding, who I had asked to che~k cm it. that Hunt 
had not drMvn a check from his White House consultantship since late 
)Iarch of 19i2. Bnt as far as I knew, the records indicated that Hunt 
was still a White House consultant to Colson. After discussions of this 
bv Colson, who at this point was disowning Hunt as a 1rn~mh<'r of his 
staff , Ehrlichman called Mr. Bruce Kehrli and r!"(Inested that he bring 
Hunt's nersonnelrecords up to Ehrlichman's office. Before Kehrli ar
rived, Colson raised the matter of Hunt's safo. Colson, without getting 
specific. said it was imperative that someone gPt tlw <'ont<>nts of Hunt's 
safe. Colson sng!rested. and Ehrlichman concurred, thnt I take custoclv 
of the contents of the sa:fe. · 
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I have more-mostly bits and pieces of information I would like to 
ask you about to sort of fill in. . 

On this business with Mr. Strachan, cleaning up the files, and his 
ter shredding, I think he testified, as I recall, that later on during 

an airplane trip on Air Force One he brought up this question with 
you. Do you recall that 1 

Mr. HALDEMAN. No, sir. As I said, I don't recall a report from ·him. 
I don't recall requesting him to do-to clean up the files nor do I recall 
a re that he had done so. 

enator GURNEY. Did you ever discuss with Mr. Mitchell anything 
about the break-in or the coverup of Watergate1 And now I am-of 
course, I know you did late this year, in March, but I am talking about 
earlier, after the break-in, or during 1972? 

Mr. liALoEMAN. After the break-in I am sure there were discus
sions-there were discussions regarding the break-in and the ongoing 
developments in the Watergate case and I am certain that Mr. :Mitchell 
was in some of those discussions. So the answer regarding the break-in 
would be yes. 

Senator GUR.~. I should have phrased my question a little better. 
Did you ever discuss any matters with him that indicated to you that 
there was a coverup, is what I really intended to ask. 

Mr. HALDEMAN. No, sir; I attempted in my statement to try to dra.w 
a distinction between what now is tenned coverup, which I feel is a 
loose term, that is not maybe defined in each person's mind the same as 
in each other person's, and it has so generally come to mean the illegal 
acts that have been made forth here, that when you say coverup, if by 
coverup you mean any of the illegal actions that were or have been 
alleged to have been taken, then my answer would be very clearly no. 

Senator GURNEY. I did intend that. I did intend to refine it to in
clude the illegal actions. 

~Ir. Magruder worked for you as a staff man in the White House; 
did he not? 

Mr. HALDEMAN. He did for a short period of time. He came in to the 
White House as a special assistant under my direct responsibility as a 
project man and continued in that role for approximately 4 months, 
I believe, at which time he moved over to Herb Klein's office as Deputy 
Director of Communications, which was a post he held for a year, over 
a year I belfave, before he went to the reelection committee. 

Senator GURNEY. Were you at all close to him during this period 
of time in the White House i Were you close personal friends, see a. 
lot of each othed 

Mr. HALDEMAN. No. He was a member of my staff. During the time 
he was a member of my staff and I saw him fairly frequently on a. 
business basis but I had no social relationship with him. 

Senator GURNEY. Did he do any reporting to you when he was in his 
capacity of the Committee To Re-Elect the President as deputy cam
paign directod 

Mr. HALDEMAN. 1Some, yes; but he primarily reported to Mr. :Mitchell 
and I dealt primarily with Mr. Mitchell on matters relating to the 
reelection committee. 

,Senator GURNEY. Again in any conversations that yon had with Mr. 
l\fag-ruder iin the year 19i2, did you discuss any of the illegal aspects 
of the coverup of Watergate? 
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22. On June 20 or 21, 1972 Robert Mardian and Fred LaRue met in 

LaRue's apartment with Gordon Liddy. Liddy told LaRue and Mardian 

that he and Howard Hunt had developed the plans for entries into the 

DNC and the McGovern presidential campaign offices; that he, Hunt and 

others involved in the Watergate break-in had been previously involved 

in operations of the White House, specifically an entry into the 

offices of Daniel Ellsberg' s psychiatrist; that Hunt had acted to 

make ITT lobbyist Dita Beard unavailable as a witness at the Senate 

Judiciary Committee hearings on the nomination of Richard Kleindienst 

to be Attorney General; and that he had shredded all new, serialized 

$100 bills in his possession and other evidence relating to the 

Watergate break-in. Later that day Mardian and LaRue met with John 

Mitchell and apprised him of their meeting with Liddy. Mitchell was 

told of Liddy's and Hunt's prior surreptitious entry into the office 

of Daniel Ellsberg's psychiatrist and of Hunt's earlier activities 

involving Dita Beard. 
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Mr. LARu-E. It would be the following )Ioncfo..y. It would be, I think~ 
the 19th of June. 
· Mr. DASH. All rig-ht. On that :Monday in the evening, did you attend 
a meeting in Mr. Mitchell's ·washington apartment nt the '\Vatergate~ 

Mr. L.\RUE. Mr. Mitchell's apartment? 
Mr. DASH. Yes. 
Mr. LARm:. Yes, sir. 
Mr. DASH. Who was at this meeting~ 
l\fr. L.\RUE. l\f r. Mitchell was at the meeting, I was at the rneeting 1 

Mr. Mardian came to the meeting, :Mr. Dean, and l\lr. l\fagntder. 
Mr. DASH. Now, could you tell us generally what the meeting was 

about and what discussion took place? 
Mr. LARUE. Mr. Dash, I have no specific recollection of any of the 

discussions other than I would assume, and I am sure from the par
ticipants, that the discussion centered on the '\Yatergate incident. The 
only specific incident that I recall was a discussion by l\fagmcler of 
some sensitive files which he had, about my understanding relating 
to this incident, and that he was seeking advice about what to do about 
those files. · 
· l\Ir. DASH. Now, did the term or the name "Gemstone" used at that 

time? Did he refer to it? 
Mr. LARUE. If it was used, I do not recall it, no sir. It would not have 

meant anything to me, anyway. 
Mr: DASH. Had you ever heard of that term "Gemstone" 1 
Mr. LARUE. Not at that time, no sir. 
Mr. DASH. Is there a possibility it was used at that time? 
Mr. L.1RUE. There is a possibility, but as I say, it would not htn·e 

meant anything to me. 
Mr. DASH. Yon say l\Ir. Magruder asked what he should do about 

these sensitive files 1 
:Mr. LARUE. Yes, sir. 
Mr. DASH. Did he get a response to that? 
Mr. LARUE. As I remember, there was a response from l\fr. l\[itchell 

that it might be good if Mr. Magruder had a fire. 
Mr. DASH. ·who said that 1 
Mr. LARUE. As near as I can recall, l\Ir. l\Iitchell said that. 
l\Ir. DASH. That it might be a good idea if he had a good fire in his 

house? 
Mr. LARUE. Yes. 
Mr. DASH. Do you recall in any discussion of the politically sensitiYe 

files that the information they involved was electronic surwillance 1 
Mr. LARUE. As I recall, there was a reference to files pertaining to 

electronic surveillance, yes, sir. 
l\Ir. DASH. Is it true that at this meeting- on ,June 19. U>i~. where a 

discussion was had about these files and the recommendations that it · 
would be good if l\fr. l\Iagnider had a good fire in his house! was one 
of the o\·ert acts which is included in the information. the conspiracy 
of information to which yon pleaded guilty, the .Tune 10 meeti.ng·? 

Mr. L.\RUE. Yes,sir; that is true. r ~fr. DASH. Now, was there a meeting in your apartment on .Tune 20. 
I rn,21 

l\[r. L.\RUE. Yes. sir. · 
Mr. D.\SH. Could you tell us who was there? 
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l\fr. LARur:. Mr. nfardian, )fr. Liddy and myself . 
. Mr. DASH. And what ,vas discussed at that time? Th.is is .:Hr. Gordon 

Liddy? 
Mr. LARUE. Yes, that is correct. 
This discussion centered around :Mr. Licldy's knowledge and involve

ment in the break-in. 
· Mr. DASH. You say centered around his involvement. Could you be 
a little more specific·? ·what clid i\Ir. Liddy say? Was he there to tell 
you what had occunecl 1 

l\Ir. L.\RUE. I don't know that he was there for tha.t purpose, but 
this is what evolved. 

:Mr. DASH. Who set up the meeting? · 
l\f r. LARUE. Mr. niardian set up the meeting. 
Mr. DASH. ,Vhat did you understand, since it was in your apart-

ment, that the meeting was to be about? -
Mr. LARUE. My presence in the meeting occurred in this manner: 

i\fr. l\fardian came to me on that day and wanted to know if he could 
borrow my, use my apartment, that he had a meeting set up with 
Gordon Liddy. I told him that would be fine. I gave him the keys 
to my apartment, and I think at that time, he suid, you might as 
wen join me. · 

i\fr. DASH. 1Yhere, by the way, is your apartment located l 
Mr. L,illUE. At that time, I was in 1Vatergate West. 
l\fr. DASH. Now, you knew that, especially from what Mr. Magruder 

had told you on his telephone call with i\Ir. Liddy, that ~Ir. Liddy 
had been one of those who was involved in the break-in? 

Mr. LARUE. No, Mr. Dash, I do not think that was discussed at 
that time. 

Mr. DASH. ·well, you said that Mr. Magruder went back and said 
there was trouble, there was a break-in, that that was the day they 
were going to go into Democratic national headquarters when Mr. 
Liddy was on the phone. ,vhen Mr. Magruder came back, didn~t you 
say that l\Ir. Liddy had told :Mr. nfagruder about the break-in 1 

i\fr. LARm: . Yes; but I don 1t think that at that time, :Mr. Liddy 
had indicated any involvement of himself at that operation. 

Mr. DASH. Did he mention l\Ir. :McCord? 
l\f r. LARGE. He did mention )Ir. McCord, yes, sir. 
Mr. DASH. At that time, did he mention himself at your apart-

ment on June 20? 
)fr. LARUE. Yes, sir. 
l\fr. DA:-H. Could you tell us what he did say about •his involvement? 
Mr. L.\RUE. :Mr. Liddy told us that he had recmite<l the five people 

that ·had been cau_ght in the Democratic National Committee. tha.t he 
had, he and l\Ir. Hunt had set up this operation, that. he and ~Ir. Hunt 
were at a ·hotel room at the ,vatergate Hotel during the nctua1 break
in. He descrihed the listening post that they had across the street 
at the Howard Johnson's. 

Mr. D.\SH. By the way, did he tell yon ~1bout any other nctivitT he 
had been engaged in for intelligence purposes or covert. acti\·ities be
sides the break-in at the ,vaterrritte'? 

)fr. L.\ RuE . Yes, he did. "" 
l\fr. DASH. C,)ulcl you tell us what they did'? 
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)fr. L.d{uE. lfr. Liddy mentioned that he had on other occasions 
been involved in incidents or operations for the ,vhite House,. and he 
sp~cifi_cally mentioned the attempt~d burglary of the otlice of the psy
cluatnst of )fr . Ellsberg. He specifically mentioned another incident 
in which )fr. Hunt used a disguise: I think-this ,vas in Denver, Colo. 
when :Mrs. Dita Beard was in the hospital. )Ir. Hunt used a <lisrruis; 
to surreptitiously enter the room and have a connrsation with lirs. 
Beard. 

· :Mr. n\sH. Do you recall any other incidents that he talked about? 
Mr. LARGl~. I don 1t rec-all any, no, sir. 
Mr. J?AsH. J?o you recal~ )Ir. Liddy telling you or )Ir. Mardian 

about }us shoot.mg out the lights around the ::.\IcGovern hea<lquarters ·? 
l\Ir. LA Ro:. Yes, I do recall that. 
)Ir. D,\SH. That was during an unsuccessful attempt to break into 

McGovern headquarters? . 
:Mr. LARUE. An unsuccessful nttempt. He had shot out some lights, 

· I think in an alley or someplace around )IcGO\·ern headquarters. 
:Mr. DASH. Do you recall Mr. Liddy discussing at that time whether 

or not there was any possibility he might get caught or might get found 
out? 

Mr. L..\Rm:. :Mr. Liddy assured us that he had conducted this opera
tion in such 11. manner that it could not be ti-aced to him. that we should 
not have any fears that any subsequent im·estigation would lead to 
him. 

}Ir. DASH. Nevertheless, did )fr. Liddy offer any t~1)e of punish
ment that he would be willin~ to accept for his failure in this case? 

Mr. LARUE. Yes; )fr. Liddv assured us that in anv e,·ent. he would 
never reveal any information about this in the course· of any .investiga
tion, even if it led to him. ibut if ,-re were not satisfied with that assur
ance, that though he was, I think, personally or morally opposed to 
suicide. that if we would instruct him to be on any street corner at any 
time, he ,,ould be there and we could have him assassinated. 

Mr. D.\SH. In other words, he was willing to he rubbed out1 
)fr. L.\RCE. Yes, sir. 
)fr. D.\SII. I tnkc it nohody took him up on his offer? 
)fr. LARC'E. X ot that I know of. no, sir. 
)fr. D.\SH. Kow. the medin:,r was between you, )fardiau, nncl )Ir. 

Liclclv in vour anmtment? 
lf1:. L\Rl:E. Yes. sir. 
)[r. DASH. Now, it was this 111retin!! that von had with )Ir. Liclch· 

in which these revelations came front )Ir. Liclch-. "\\~as this informrl,. 
t.ion reported to Mr. :Mitchell? ~ 

)[r. L.\R'C'E. Yes, it was. 
)fr. DASH. Do vou recall when it was. bv whom ·? 
Mr. LARt:F.. The best of mv recollee.tion would be the same day, 

the aftr · nor late e\·enin!! of .Tune 20 . 
. fr. D.\SI!. ,vhat was )[r. )[itdll'lrs reaction ''"hen he heard wh:,t 

von had tosn.v? · 
· )[r. L.\Rc~. "~ell. he was-)fr. )fitd1t'll i~ not :t rw1-:,-:on that dC'mon
strnh•:) :t u-reat deal of en111tio11 :tht)Ut nnvthinl!. )[1-. Da:;h. I don't 
n•,·all a11y·s1writic n•adion . · · 

)[r .. n .\:-H. Xow. did )[r. Liclily kll yon who hall :lpJwowd tht• 
npPratwn when he was tt•llin!! nm about tlw l>n•ak-in :1t till' D1•mn\."l".ttic 
X:itional Committl't' he:1clq1i'ai-tPrs. or any of th,, other acti,·itil.'5? 
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:Mr. LARUE. Senator, I stand on the fact that I do not know who 
made these commitments, no, sir. 

Senator TAL:\L\DGE. But you thought they ought to he carried out re
gardless of who made them.· and under ,vhat conditions? 

Mr. LARCE. I thought that what~ 
Senator TAL:\IADGi: You thought they ought to be carried out re

gardless of who macle them and totally unknown to you? 
:Mr. L.,RcL 'I thought they ought to be carried out because of the 

consequences if they were not. · 
Senator TAL:\L\DGE. Diel you know anything about the break-in prior 

thereto? 
Mr. LARUE. Pardon me, I am sorry. 
Senator TAL:\IADGE. Did yon know the break-in was planned prior 

to that time? Did you know that Li<ldy and his associates were going 
to break into the 1Vatergate and commit burglary! 

Mr. L.-\Rt.'E. No, sir. 
SenatorTAL:H.\DGE. You did not? 
l\fr. L.,Ra. No, sir, I did not. 
Senator T.-\L:\IADGE. Did )Ir. :.\fitchell know? 
)Ir. LARc,E. Not to my knowledge, no, sir. 

ena or .\L)(.\OOE. I belie,·e you met with :.\fr. Liddv on June 20. 
Mr. LARUE.Yes, sir. • 
_Senator TAI~L\.IXH,:. And you discussed Yarious things.· Did :\fr. 

Liddy tell you at that time that he had shredtlecl n. -nmn~r of 
documents 1 

l\Ir. LARUE. Yes, sir. 
Senator T.\L)L\DGE. Did he tell you the nature of those documents? 
l\Ir. L.\RCE. He indicated that thev were documents relating to the 

break-in, yes, sir. • · 
Senator T..1.L::1£ADGE:. And they were in the files of the Committee To 

Re-Elect the President? 
Mr. LA~UE. They were in-my understanding is they were in his 

files. yes, su-. 
Senator TAL::IL\DGE. Xo,v. I beliern )fr. :.\fardian was present nt that 

same con\"ersation, was he not? 
Mr. L,,RUE. Yes. sir. 
Senator TAL)CADGE. ·what "·as his reaction to this Li(lfh· story 

that--
Mr. LAR CE. 1Vhat was ::\fr. )fardian's reaction? 
Senator T,\L)(ADGE. Yes. 
)fr. LARFE. I think )fr. )Iardian was-shared the same opinion I 

did. He ,vas rather shocked bv the rewlations of what had been known. 
became known as the 1Yhite House horrors, and I do not think he 
shared any enthusiasm that the investigation would c\·entually lead 
to Mr. LiddY. 

Senator T,\L::IL\OGE. Did )fr. Liddv tell yon nt that time about the 
Ellslwrg psychiatrist break-in? • · 

Mr. L.\Rn:. res. sir. 
, .crrntor 1\\T .)L\o,;v.. Xo"·· h:ul n0t )[r. )fardian bt:>t>ll in eh:tr!:'."e of the 

Interna I Secmity Di ,·isio11 of the ,Tust.ke Dep:H'tmt>nt t h:,t ,\·:ls in 
charg<' of prosecuti11g-the f:'l78herg case ·? 

)fr. L.\ Rn:. I do not kno\\' who was in chaq.:;e of prost>cnting- it. 
Senator. )fr. )fa rd.inn. prior· to his C'0min~ to the enmmitret:>. \Y;lS ;1::o5ist
ant attorney general in charge of Internal Security. ye:-. sir. 
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attempting to determine the amount of money that had been given to 
?\fr. Liddy, and when I determined this amount of money I think I 
reported that to Mr. Mitchell. 

Senator i\IoNTOYA. But you are speaking of the period after June 
17? 

Mr. LARUE. After the break-in, yes, sir. 
Senator Mo:-.TOYA. Did you have any discussion with Mr. :Mitchell 

between January 17 or let us put it a little further, between April 1 
and June 17 with respect to any disbursements to Mr. Liddy by Mr. 
Sloan? ·· · 

Mr. LARUE. No, sir. 
Senator l\fo~-rOYA. You did not. 
Did you-but you did know that these disbursements were being 

made by Mr. Sloan to Mr. Liddy? 
Mr. LARm:. No, sir, I did not. 
Senator MONTOYA. Did you during this particular period converse 

with Mr. Magruder with respect to any disbursements to Mr. Liddy1 
Mr. LARUE. No, sir, not that I can recall. 
l\Ir. VINSON. Senator, may I interrupt. ·what period are you talling 

about? · . 
Senator Mm,-:roYA. Between the time that ~fr. Mitchell took over, 

April 1 and June 17. -
l\fr. L.illuE. No, sir, not that I can recall. 

enator .i:Io::-.-roYA. Now let us go to the meeting immediately after 
the break-in which occurred, I understand, in :Mr. Mitchell's apart
ment on June 19, was that correct1 

Mr. L:i.RUE. Yes, sir. 
Senator l\foNTOYA. Now, present at that meeting were you, :Oir. :Mar-

clian, and who else? . 
Mr. L\RUE. :Mr. :Magruder and Mr. Dean. 
Senator l\Io:-.TOYA. All right. Now, what was the main thrust of 

the discussion this particular evening1 
Mr. LARUE. Senator, I can onh- assume that we had probably a 

wide discussion or a discussion of tbe numerous problems that were
we had encountered because of the Watergate break-in. I think I 
stated previously that I had a very hazy recollection of that meeting 
and specifically can only recall the discussion of the documents which 
l\fr. l\fagruder had and the reference to the fact that he ought to have 
the fire. 

Senator :.\foxToY.\. ,Yell, would you say that this meeting was a meet-
ing of self-confession on the part of those present i . 

l\fr. LARuE. No, sir. 
Senator l\foxTOY.\ .• \s to what part they had played in this lllld 

what they knew~ 
1fr. L.\RCE. No, sir. 
Senator )fo:-.TOYA. W"ell, what. was it th,m? I understand t.hat nt this 

meeting you presented the information which )Ir. Liddy had already 
imp:lrted to someone.? 

;.\[r. L.\Rn:. Xo. sir. That happened. that meeting with ;.\fr. Liddy 
happened on ,June ~O. the day after this meding. 

Senator ::\fo:-.ToY.\. And then it wns SHOSt'q11ent. to the meeting with 
:.\fr. Liddy that-and, that :mother mPt'tin~ was arranged at your
apartnwnt, is that COITPd? Th is was on .rune ~ti! 
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Mr. LARUE. The only meeting, Senator, that occurred that I had, 
that I can recall with ~fr. Liddy would he on.Tune 20 in my apartment. 
This was not, to my h.'Tiowledge--this meeting w:i.s not set up--dis
cussed at the June 19 meeting. 

Senator :MONTOYA. All right. 
Now, on June 20, aft~r you people met, what was discussed and what 

plan evolved from this particular meeting~ 
Mr. LARm:. Senator, could you he more specific about which meet

ing you are talking about 1 Are you talking about the meeting with 
Liddy or the meeting that :Mardian and I had with l\.f r. Mitchell? 

Senator l\.fo::-,TOYA. The meeting with-between you or among you
Mardian and Liddy 1 

Mr. LARUE. On June 20. Well, the topic discussion was "ofr. Liddy's 
involvement in the Watergate break-in. I don't know of any-we dis
cussed no plan of action. 

Senator MoNTOYA. Well, did you report any of the results of this 
meeting to Mr. Mitchell 1 

Mr. L..\RUE. Yes, sir. 
Senator °MONTOYA. How soon a:fted 
Mr. LARUE. As I recall, that same day. 
Senator l\'fo::-."TOYA. Immediately. Do you recall that :Mr. :Mitchell on 

that same evening at the hour of 6 :08. I belie,e, called the President? 
Mr. LARUE:. Senator, I do not recall l\fr. Mitchell calling the Presi

dent. That is a possibility. I do not recall it, no. sir. 
Senator l\foxTOYA. Well, I refer you now to the chart here, on the 

evening of June 20, at the hour of 6 :08, it shows a telephone call to 
the President. Now, were you aware of this call? 

Mr. LARD"£. No, Senator, I cannot recall the call. Is that a c.all 
to the President or from the President? 

Senator ~foxron. It was a call to the President from l\fr. )fitchelL 
l\f r. L.\RuF- I cannot recall the call, no, sir. 
Senator l\IoxTOYA. How late were you with :Mr. :Mitchell this 

particular evening1 
fr. LARm:. Senator: to the best of my recollection, probably until 

o'clock. 
enator l\fo::-.,-oYA. Now, )fr. LaRue, durin.~ the course of these 

meetings there was no manifestation. or at least )"OU hm·e not rebted 
it, no manifestation of surprise on the part of any of you, you were 
merely trying to plan for the future because vou knew bv then that 
people in the CRP were invoked. How clid you arri,e at this 
conclusion~ 

l\fr. LARm:. That people in the CRP were im·olved ~ 
Senator l\foxTOYA. Yes. 
Mr. L.\Rcm. Well. ob\-ionslv the first fact, Senator. that )fr. )fcCord 

had heen arrested in the DXC: l\f r. Liddv's acC'01mt of his involvement 
to "\fr. M:rnlinn and I: my com·ersations with Mr. l\fog-ruder. 

Senator l\foxTOYs\. Now, did l\fr. )fag-rnder relate to von suba:eqnent 
to the-immediately s11b;;e>q111>nt to th~ first call in C;1lifomia. a.s to 
]\fr. Liclch-'s inrnlnment in this particuhrthing? 

:\fr. LARn:. No. sir. not at that time, as I recall. There was no 
dis<'11ssion of )fr. Liddv's involvement. 

Senator ;\fo'-"Ton. Did vou. before yon left California. know of 
th is particu 1a r im·ol V<.'ment? · 
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Mr. :i\LrnDIAN. I think I would have recalled such a. discussion had 
it taken place in my presence. 

Mr. I-u.:r.nLTON. Well, are you aware of any testimony by Mr. LaRue 
and :Mr. l\fagruder that you left the meeting before destruction of the 
Gemstone file? 

Mr. l\1ARDL\N. I don't think anybody asked that question and I don't 
think anybody asked Mr. La.Rue when I arrived. :Maybe they did. I 
don't :know. 

Mr. HA~CTLTON. But you know of no statement by l\Iagrnder or 
La.Rue here or otherwise that you were not present at this :meeting 
when the destruction of the Gemstone file took place 1 

Mr. l\IARDIAN. Well, I haven't talked to them. 
~Ir. H. AMILTON. 1fr. l\fardian, did you, in the several days following I J ~e 19, have an occasion to interview Mr. Liddy l 

Mr. l\{ARDIAN. Yes. 
Mr. HAMILTON. And who else was present in this interview? 
Mr. l\1ARDUN. Mr. Fred La.Rue. 
Mr. HA:r.IILTON. Mr. La.Rue testified at page 4595 that this meeting 

was on June 20. Do you concur in that testimony? 
Mr. l\1ARDIAN. No. And I might state that there is doubt in my mind 

as to the date of that meeting. I originally, in response to questions 
put to me by the U.S. attorneys fixed the date of that meeting as the 
21st or 22d. They told me that the meeting took place on the 20th. We 
finally settled on the 20th or 21st, and I believe I told your committee 
that it was the 20th or 21st. In checking my records I would ha.Ye to 
say that the meeting took place on the morning of-and again I could 
be mistaken, the morning of June 21. 

l\Ir. HAMILTON. "What is there in your records, Mr. ~fardian, thµ.t 
indicates to you that the meeting took place on this day 1 

Mr. MARDU.:s. On the worksheet that has been turned over to your 
committee, I note that I got a ca.11 from Gordon Liddy and it coincides 
with ~y earliest recollection that I did not meet with )Ir. Liddy 11.t 
least on the first day of my return. I am not saying that that is abso
lute, I am just-my earliest recollection was the 21st or 22d, and I think 
I have testified that it could be the 20th or 21st but I would have to say 
that it was the 21st. 

Mr. HAl\ULTO:X. Is it your recollection that this meeting with ~Ir. 
Liddy took place on the morning of the 21st? 

l\Ir. MAROUN. This is purely a surmise based upon that call. It 
looks to be the first call that I noted, and my recollection is 11e said he 
was leaving that dri,y for Los Angeles. 

l\Ir. HAMILTON. I notice in your diary that there are numerous meet
ings scheduled on June 21st, one at 8; one at 8 :30; one at 9 :30; one 
at 10; one at 11; and one at 12, that appears to have been canceled. ,v ould this heavy load on the morning of the 21st suggest to you that 
perhaps the meeting-took plnce on the 20th? 

Mr. M,\ROIA:X. That crossmark does not indicate a can<'Pllation. I 
think you will find that crossmark on e.v-ery ·Monday, Wednesday, 
and Friday, which was the time I was supposed to exercise, which I 
did not. 

I note that the meeting--there is one, for instance, with a gentle
man at 8 :30 and then another one at. 10 o'clock. I do not think I met 
with that. gentleman twice on that day. One appears to be a reschedul-
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ing, and the fact that I have it noted in my book does not mean that 
I kept the appointment. 

I am trying to give you the best. my best recollection. 
· l\fr. HAMIL TO:-.. How did this meeting come about, )fr. )Iardia.n ! 

i\fr. '.MARDIAN. 1Vell, my recollection differs with that of )fr. LaRue. 
Again, Mr. La.Rue could be right. :\fy recollection was that )fr. La
Rue told me Mr. Liddy wanted to talk to me. I do not recall »hether 
it was Mr. La.Rue that told me this or l\Ir. Liddy to come to my office. 
l\fr. Liddy was reluctant to come to my office. He wanted to meet 
some place else. and we met in Mr. LaRue's apartment. I believe that, 
more than anything else, was the basis for my belief that it was )fr. 
LaRue that arranged for the meeting and indicated we could meet in 
his apartment. 

l\Ir. RnrrLTON. l\fr. :Mardian, I wondered in your own words if you 
would, in some detail, tell us what occurred at this meeting and tell 
us what information )Ir. Liddy imparted to you? 

:Mr. l\!ARDIAN. My recollection is pretty vidd. I may forget some of 
the items that he disclosed to me. but I will trv not to. 

We arrived, Mr. La.Rue and,! arrived at his apartment nnd soon 
thereafter, Mr. Liddv came into the room. The first thin!! he asked 
Mr. LaRue was whether or not he had a radio, )Ir. La R11e indicated a 
radio which was in the corner of the living- room. )Ir. Liddv went o¥er 
and turned the radio on and asked me to stt bv the radio in a chair. and 
he sat in a couch, as I recall, that was next· to an end table that the 
radio was on. 

He apologized to me by saying- something.to the effect that it is 
not that I do not tnist you, but this conversat10n cannot be recorded. 
M v inference from that was he thon(!ht I had some kind of a deviC(' 

· on.me, possibly something in the room;! do not know. · 
And again, I am g-oing-to ha,·e to sav that I do not recall these

quence of eventc; in which'he related these things to me. But I do recall 
that he said that he wanted to hire me as his 'lawyer, as his personal 
attorney. I told him that I was actinz as attome:v for the committee 
and that I could not relie,·e myself of that responsibility to represent 
him. He then said it was imperafo·e that he be able to talk to me in 
confidence and that under no circumstances could I disclose what 
he told me. 

I told him that since he was an emplovee of the committee and I 
was acting as attorney for the committee, he could talk to me as a 
client to a lawver and that I ,rnuld maintain his eonfidf'nce. hut that 
I would have ~to be at libertv to disclose what he told me to )Ir. 
l\:fitchell. At first, I beliern lie demurred, and I told him that. was 
the only basis on which I could talk to him. 

Ona of the things that he told me was that he hnd a messa_ge from 
Mr. Hunt, that )fr. Hunt felt that it was the committee's obligation 
to provide bail money to get his men out of jail. .At that tim<'. these 
people ,n~re incarcerated in the District of Columbia ,Tail. 

I was interested in finding ont. what had occurred 1rnd I interro
g-ated him as to the ewnts ~f the e,-ening- of .Tannnn· H'>--,fnne 16. 
the momin~ of the 17th ... \nrl he re-lated to me ,,-hat ha<l occnrrt'd 
abont the hrrak-in. tohl mp that the.- had phnned. as I rt'c:111. to 
break into the )fcGO\·ern heallqnarter-,, that san1e night'. 

(285) 



22.2 ROBERT MARDIAN TESTIMONY, JULY 19, 1973, 6 SSC 2357-63 

2359 

About the arrest of the five people, Mr. McCord and the others, 
their flight, he indicated to me that there was nothing to fear, because 
the only person that could identifv l\.Ir. Liddy was l\.fr. McCord and 
Mr. McCord would not divulge his 1clentity, that the Cuban-Americans 
were old soldiers who had worked in the CIA with l\.Ir. Hunt since 
the Bay of Pigs, and that they would never under any circumstances 
disclose l\fr. Hunt's identity, and that the committee had nothing to 
fear in that regard. 

I told him that, based upon what he had related to me, the events 
of that evening, one of which included, as I recall, his sitting on the 
shoulders of one of the men at a distance--! don't recall, some 300 feet 
or 300 yards-shooting out a light behind the Democratic Committee 
headquarters. I pointed out to him that a person that he was that 
intimate ,vith would certainly be able to identify him, pointed out that 
he had spent, that he had told us he had spent some time in the room 
with these people in their hotel room, they had eaten. that hls finger
prints would be all over the place. He kept insisting that there was no 
chance .that he would be identified. 

I tried to convince him he would be identified. that his best bet 
was to give himself up rather than try to wait for them to arrest him. 

He discounted this possibility. He did, after some discussion, indi
cate that it was possible that he could be arrested. but I inquired of 
him as to the-because of the news accounts of the arrest and the 
apparent bungled effort, the possibility that someone in the group 
had had it in mind that thev would be arrested, to embarrass the 
Committee To Re-Elect the President. He discounted this completely 
by saying that this group had been operating to~ether for some con
siderable period of time, that they were all realpros, that they had 
engaged in numerous jobs. And when I asked him what kind of jobs, 
he said, we pulled two right under your nose. 

I inquired as to what he meant by that. and he said that they had 
invaded the office of the psychiatrist of Dr. Ellsberg and that they were 
the ones who got Dita Beard out of town. 

I expressed my stron_g-displeasure with respect to-I pointed out 
that the worst thing that had happened in the hearings was that Dita 
Beard disappeared. 

I asked him het'ause of the Ellsberg break-in what, if anything·, they 
had obtained 1 He told me that they had obtained nothing, that they 
had searched all the files and couldn't find his record. 

I asked him on whose authoritv he was operating-. and I wish to be 
Yerv careful here. because I don't 'know that he used the name of the 
President. but the ,vords he did use were clearlv meant too imph- that 
he was acting on the express authority of the President of the United 
States. with the assistance of the Central Intellig-ence Ag-ency. 

I made some notes of--0h, I asked him what information the, had 
obtained. He told me that the purpose of making- this entry. that this 
mtry was not of his doing, that. neither he nor l\fr. Hunt thong-ht it 
wns a .!!'ood idea, that they had obtained nothin~ from the bu~ that 
tit('\" had Jll'('\·ionsl~· irnphntNl in the place. He tolct me that the only 
thin!! tlwy had ascertained from that hu!!' wa:,; the fact that somebody 
nt tlw D~moeratic Nation :1 l Committee ·"'as t.1 lkin!!' to somebod...-nt 
the-wns talking to the people or a person at the Committee To.Re-
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Elect the President, that although he and l\fr. Hunt were against 
the entry, that Mr. Magruder--

Senator BAKER [presiding]. ·would you suspend for just a. minute, 
Mr. Witness 1 

An.vbody who wants to leave the room should do so now so we don't 
have disruption of the witness' testimony. And would the officer close 
the door, please, for quiet in the witness room. 

Would you please proceed? 
Mr. l\fARDL\N. I think I was explaining that neither he nor Mr. 

Hunt felt rthat any additional entries would be fruitful, but that he 
had, the.v had made the entry at the insistence ·of Mr. :Magruder. 

I recall again inquiring as to why the stupid ad1,-enture. It seems 
to me to be the most ridiculous thing I had ever heard of. As a politi
cian, or as a person that had had political experien~, I couldnl un
derstand what they would hope to get out of the Democratic national 
headquarters before they even had a candidate. much less afterward. 
Party headquarters, at least Republican Party headquarters, are very 
sterile during this period of time. 

He could not answer the question for me other than to say that he 
was carrying out his orders. 

Mr. H,unLTO~. Mr. Mardian, did Mr. Liddy mention what type of 
budget he was operating under? 

Mr. MARDIAN. I was asked a question about the budget this morning, 
______ and I responded both to you and to the chairman, and I stated-

Senator ERVIN. Excuse me, I have to interrupt this. It appears that a 
hoax has been perpetrated upon the committee, at least upon the chair
man of the committee. 

I was called to the telephone just before the lunch perio<l and I was 
told before I went to the telephone that Secretary of the Treasury 
Shultz was calling and wanted to speak to me. I went to the telephone 
and a voice at the other end of the line informed m~ that it »as Secre
tary of the Treasury Shultz. I am not familiar enough with the voice 

, of the Secretary to be able to identify it and so I just assumed that the 
person at the other end of the line was Secretary Shnltz. and he made 
the statement which I reported to the committee ailll the news media on 
this microphone. 

In the meantime. there has been communications between 1Vhite 
House counsel, Ur. Garment, and the staff, and )fr. Garment professed 
ignorance of any matters of that kind and, as I understand. an innsti
gation was made, and Secretary Shultz was contacted and Secretary 
Shultz stated that he had no snch com•ersation. So I had his office 
ca1le.d and asked that he be placed on the phone, and so I was informed 
a few minutes ag~the reason I put it this way is because I hate to 
have my faith shattered in hnmanitv-but I was called to the phone 
and I was informed that Secretary Shultz was indeed on the phone_ 
I went to the phone and had a conversation "ith the man "ho really 
assured me he was the real Se<-rctarv Shultz flang-hter] and he. in
formed me that he had had no convers:1tion with me tod:n-: th:1t -who
ever clicl it was somebody else; that the onlv conwrsation.l1e h:1d with 
me recently hy telephon·e was ,d1rn he ca1lecl me wsterd:1..- to t.,ll me 
something· .11Jo11t the ,,-hite Ho11SL' and the witm·SSPS from the Secret 
Service. 
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So it is just an awful thing for a very trusting soul like me to find 
that there are human beings, if you can call them such, who would 
perpetrate a hoax like this. 

Additional information which I received from counsel, and which 
counsel assures me that they have received by telephone. nncl not in 
person, and which they believe was received from "White House coun
sel is to the effect that the President has the request of the commit
tee under advi,;ement and will reach some decision about it earh- next 
week. So notwithstanding the fact that my trust in humaniiy ha"s been 
~rossly abused by someone I nm going to-nnd notwithstanding the 
fact that some people think the telephone is an instrument of the devil 
anyway [laughter l I am going to assume that the information 
which counsel received at one end of n telephone line from somebodv at 
the other end was indeed information conveyed to them by White 
House counsel nnd that the recent information is correct. 

Senator B.\KER. lir. Chairman, it would be helpful if we could 
have found a secure telephone [laughter] but in :my event, too, 
I would view with great distaste the apparent hoax that has been per
petrated on the committee. The fact that it was receh·ed here on a con
fidential phone number in the committee room would seem to lend 
credence at the first blush, and I can fully understand the transaction 
as it has transpired. . 

I would say for the record, however, that the thanks I el:pressed 
and the admiration I expressed for the accommoda,tion of both parties 
still stiancls as an advance payment on what I hope will still happen. 

Senator ERvn.. I would add that the commendation I visited upon 
the committee members would still stand and I would like to expand it 
to include both the majoritv and the minority staff members. And I 
trust that nobody in the ftiture will attempt to decei.e and mislead 
a trusting and unsuspicious individual like the chairman of this com
mittee in any such fashion [laughter]. In other words, the counsel 
suggests that we hM·e had some talk about dirty tricks. I think it is 
a unanimous opinion of this committee that this was 11 right dirtv 
trick. rLa.ughter.] . w 

,. ____ ""'"'Mr. HA:ltILTOX. l\Ir. l\fordian, I belie,·e a minute ago we were talking 

about what l\Ir. Liddy told you about the budget that he was operating 
under. 

l\fr. )fARoux. I think I responded to that earlier this morning. I 
mentioned the budget matter in a conversation with :Mr. )Iitchell pres
ent in California. !tis possible that that subject came up after my dis
cussion with l\fr. Liddv because l\Ir. Liddy told me and it mav bal"e 
been for the first time, that he was operating under a budget nppro,ed 
by Mr. l\fitchell and the "\Vhite House during that June 21 meeting, if it 
is the 21st. 

Mr. HAlCII.TO~. ,Tnst to make the record clear, )fr. lfardbn, did 
:Mr. Liddy also S.'l.V to :vou that the operations thi~t he had be~n in
,·oh-ed in such as the Ellsber~ bur/,?lary and the Dita. Rcard incident 
had the approvnl of the President and the CIA. Is that. a correct pa:rn
phmse. and if not.. please correct. me. 

)fr. 'lL,noL\X. As I told von before., the staff. I don't. rt',';111. I can~t 
s:LY t.hat lw said the Pn,si,lent of the Fnited States. hut the words 
h~ used or th~ word he used were meant to imply that~ nnd that is the 
impression he ll'ft with me. 
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:Mr. HAMILTOX. That they had been approved by the President, that 
was your impression? 

Mr. l\fARDIAN. Yes, sir. 
:Mr. H,unLrox. Now, did Mr. Liddy mention to you that he had 

shredded any documents~ 
Mr. l\IARDIAN. Yes, in trying to demonstrate to me that there was 

no way of tracing him he told me he had shredded every bit of evidence 
that would have linked him to this operation as well as all of the other 
operations. He told me he had even gone home-he has a habit, he 
told me, or a hobby, I should say, of collecting soap from the various 
hotels. [Laughter.] 

He had taken the soap wrappers off and shredded all the soap 
wrappers. 

He also told me that during this process he had shredded all of the 
$100 bills that he had in his possession that ·were new and serialized. 

::\fr. R,::mLTOX. Before I move on, have we exhausted the contents 
of thi s meeting to the best of your recollection? 

::Mr. :\Lumux. Yes, :Mr. LaRue reminded me of another, he told 
us qu-ite a bit that morning, and it may seem comical now. It cer
tninly didn't seem comical to us at the time. He did make the stat~
merit" that the committee could be assured that he \YOtdd never' talk 
arnl if they doubted that, as Mr. LaRue testified, if we would jm,t 
tell him what corner to stand on he was ready to be assassinnted . 

J\fr. J-IA:un,Tox. Wl1at did you do with this information, :Mr. Mar
clian ~ 

l\:lr. ]\f.\PJHAN. I wentimmediately----as soon as I could get access to 
Mr. Mitchell I disclosed to him--I may not have disclosed all of this 
to him but--

Mr. I-IA:uu .Tox. And you think it was the same day that you re
porte ,d to Mr. ~Iitchcll? 

:Mr. MARDIAN. Yes, my counsel advises me that, despite my notes I 
neglected to tell you a very important part of another aspect. of what 
hP told me. _ 

In explaining to me that they were a purely professional outfit, he 
told me that Mr. Hunt was the planner of the Bay of Pigs. the chief 
planner, as I recall, that he was extremely popular, I think he sa,id, 
like a God in the Cuban community of Miami, that this was an ex
planation of why these Cuban-Americans would follow him to death, 
and that no one would disclose anything as far as they were concerned, 
they were absolutely loyal, worked with him for a number of years, had 
been working with them in these operations, that-and I don't wish to 
bring anybody else into it by implication, but he said that the-one 
of his friends in the Cuban community and one of the leaders was a 
pa,rticular person, I am not sure, and if I use the identification I may 
be identifying the wrong person, because at staff meetings I heard some 
of the staff members start mentioning some names and I am not even 
sure that the person was of the characfor that I described but he was 
extremely wealthy, and I told :Mr. Liddy that I did not think )fr. 
Mitchell would approve the use of committee funds to bail out the de
fendants and he should so advise Mr. Hunt, and that it seemed to me 
that if 1fr. Hunt had such good connections in the Miami community 
that they should look to that community for the bail money. 
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Mr. H,HIILTON. ·when you spoke to Mr. Mitchell did you tran.:,"lllit 
this request for bail money to }Ir. Mitchell? 

:Mr. nfARDIAN. Included among all of the other matters that I related. 
Mr. HA:mLTON. More specifically, in regard to the bail money, what 

. was }fr. :i\Iitchell's reaction? 
:Mr. MARDIAN. )Ir. :Mitchell told me that under no circumstances 

would bail money be forthcoming, and for me to call Mr. Liddy and 
tell him .. And I did so. 

Mr. H,BIILTON. Will you tell us the rest of your conversation with 
Mr. Mitchell? I don't want you to repeat everything that you told 
:\Ir. Liddy, but I would like to lmow what :i\Ir. :\Iitchell said to you. 

Mr. ~hRDIAN. I can't recall-oh, he asked me if Mr. Liddy-I might 
say that :VIr. Mitchell appeared to be as sincerely shocked as I was 
when I got this information. He asked me if Mr. Liddy had disclosed 
any other of the activities of this group that had been arrested, Mr. 
Hnnt and himself, and I told him that he had not, he had not disclosed 
u11v others to me. 

)fr. H.nITLTON. Did Mr. Mitchell confirm or deny that he had ap
proved the budget for Mr. Liddy's operation? 

Mr. MARDIAN. I don't think he did. 
Mr. HAMILTON. He made no comment in any way as to whether or 

not he had approved the budget? 
Mr. MARDIAN. Not at that time. That discussion took place later. 
Mr. HAMILTON. A discussion on whether he had approved the budget 

took place later? 
Mr. ~faRDIAN. Well, the discussion didn't start out in that vein. It 

took place when I confronted Mr. Magruder. I asked Mr. Magruder in 
the presence of Mr. Mitchell, I believe the next day, or as soon there
after as I could, how much money he had given Mr. Liddy in addition, 
I forget the general nature of the entire conversation, I asked him 
whether he directed Mr. Liddy to go in there. He denied it. I asked 
him how much money he had given Mr. Liddy. He said he had author
ized Mr. Sloan to give Mr. Liddy $40,000. I asked him what he thought 
the $40,000 was for. It seemed to me a sizable sum of money. Mr. 
Mitchell expressed the same concern and wanted to know, you h.,1ow, 
how he could have spent $40,000 already because the campaign had just 
started. 

Mr. l\Iagruder lied to Mr. Mitchell that he had authorized $250,000. 
nd this seemed but a very small part of that sum. That is how the 
50,000 budget matter came up. 
Mr. H.urrLTON. At some occasion during that week wasn't there a 

discussion between Mr. Magruder and Mr. Sloan as to the actual 
amount that had been approved~ 

Mr. l\!ARDL\N. I was not-I don't recall being present at that dis
cussion other than the-it has been testified that I confronted the two 
of them in Mr. Mitchell's presence. that may very well have occurred. 
I don't have a present recollection. But after talking with l\Ir. l\fagru
der I then interrogated l\fr. Sloan. Mr. Sloan told me that. he had 
been authorized by Mr. Magruder to disburse in the neighborhood of 
$200,000 ,,·hich shocked me even fmther. I asked him if he was sure 
of the amount. He said he had not calculated the Pxact amount but 
that it ;,as his. opinion that it was in the neighborhood of $200,000 
that he had already disbursed. 

(290) 



22, 3 ,JOHN MITCHELL TESTIMONY, ~TUL.Y 10, 1973, 
4 SSC 1621-22, 1628, 1643-44, 1660 

1621 

Mr. DASH. All right, now, )Ir. }litehell, ,,here anrl when did yon 
first learn of the break-in of the Democratic National Committee head
quarters that took place on ,June 17, 1G72 'i 

Mr. )lITcHELL. \Vell, I was in California for the ·weekend on an 
extensive round of activities and, to the best of my recol1ection, 
J\fr. Dash, it v.as on Saturday morning. I am not sure ,vho the individ
ual was who told me. '\Ve were, I ,ms, moving with Go\·ernor Reagan 
from a hotel to a place "·here there ,ms a series of political meetings, to 
the best of my recollection, when I arrived there I was ad vised of it. 
There vrns cmisiclerable concern about the matter because I "·as holding 
a press conference out there, and \Ye did not know ·what the circum
stances were. I believe that by that time that they had-)Ir. )IcCord, 
his name had surfaced or )lrs. )IcCord had called somebod v at the 
corrunittee about it, and obdously, there was an im·oh·ement in the 
Committee To Re-Elect the President. 

)Ir. DASH. '\Yhat. if anything, did you do, while still in California 1 
)ir. ::\hTCH.ELL. W'hile in California? I did a number of thing-5. First 

of all, I continued to carry out the schedule that I had there which ,ms 
quite extensive for 2 days. I asked the people, particularly )Ir. Jfardian 
who was there, to get as much information about it as he could. I put 
out a statement to the effect that, I do not know whether it went out 
there or after we came back, to the effect that ,ve did not understand 
this, that Jlr. JicCord was one of our employees, he also had a separate 
consulting firm, that it was basically an attempt to carry on the ex--ten
sive schedule that I had which, of course, is in the book that you are 
well aware abouLand, at the same time, trying to get information as 
to what had happened back in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. DASH. At that time, out in California, did it ever cross your 
mind when you read about this that perhaps the Liddy plan had been 
put in operation? 

Mr. MITCHELL. '\Vell, that had crossed my mind. bi1t the players 
were different and, of course, there was a lot of discussion about CIA 
and because of the Cuban Americans who were involved in it. It 
wasn't until actually later on that it struck home to me that this could 
have been the same operation that had a genesis back in the earlier 
conversation. 

Mr. DASH. 1Vell then, aft~r you returned from California, and I 
understand that was on June 19, 1972. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes, sir, it was. r: Mr. D. A?H. ~Vhen and how were you briefed as to what actually 
appenecl 111 t.his matfor? · 
Mr. MITCHELL. '\Vell, how was I briefed as to what actually hap

pened? 
Mr. DASH. Yes. 
J\fr. MITCHELL. '\Vell, that is such a broad statement that I could 

tell you for the next 6 months I was being briefed on it. · 
Mr. DASH. I mean, let's take the--
Mr. MITCHELL. Excuse me, l\Ir. Dash, yon are asking the questions. 
l\Ir. DASH. That is all right. I think you were about ready to give 

me a shorter answer than a longer answer. 
Mr. MITCHELL. '\Vell, I was giving you a shorter ans\Yer to the fact 

that the first so-called briefing on what had happened. and yon used 
the word "actually" which I will have to omit, from that for the time • 
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being because I have never quite got to the bottom of it, was after }fr. 
1\fardian and Mr. LaRue had met with Mr. Liddy aml .:\fr. Liddv 
provided them with quite an extensive story on }Ir. I,iddy's activities. 

Mr. DASH. Will you tell us briefly what that extensive story 
included? 

Mr. MITCHELL. ·well, it included the fact that he was involved with 
other individuals in the ·watergate activity, that he had also made 
surveillance of :McGovern headquarters, I believe it was, and that he 
had previously, as part of what has since become known as the 
Plumbers ~roup, acted extensively in certain areas while he was at 
the vVbite House in connection with the Ellsberg matter, in the Dita 
Beard maiter and a few of the other little gems. · · 

l\fr. DASH. TI"'hen you say the Ellsberg matter what specifically are 
you referring to? 

:Mr. ::\IrrcHELL. Well, I am referring to, well, it certainly ,vasn't the 
pro.secution. 

Mr. DASH. :So. 
Mr. ::\IrTcm:LL. Obviously it had to do with the surreptitious entry 

of the doctor's office in California. 
Mr. DASH. And when you refer to the Dita Beard matter what spe-

L 
cifically did you learn through Mr. LaRue and Mr. Mardian? 

Mr. :MrTCHELL. ·well, if my recollection is correct he was as;,isting 
in spiriting her out of wherever they spirited her out of, either New 
York or ·washington. 

l\fr. DASH. "\Yas there a meeting in your apartment on the enning 
that you arrived in "\Vashington on .Tnne 19, attended by l\fr. LaRue, 
l\fr. l\fardian, Mr. Dean, l\fr. :Magrnder--

1\fr. l\frTCHELL. l\faQ"ruder and m ,·self, that is correct. 
l\f r. DASH. Do yo11 recall the piirpose of that meeting, the discus-

sion that took place there? . 
Mr. MITCHELL. I recall that we had been traveling all day and, of 

course. we had verv little information about what the current status 
was of the entrv of the Democratic National Committee. and we met 
at the apartme11t to discuss it. They were. of course, clamoring for a 
response from the committee becanse of l\fr. l\fcCord's involvement, 
et cetera, and ,Ye had quite a general di scussion of the subject matter. 

Mr. DASH. Do you recall anv discussion of the so-called either Gem
stone files 01' \Yiretapping files that you had in your possession? 

l\fr. l\hTCITELL. N" o; I had not heard of the Gemstone files as of that 
meeting and. as of that date. I had not heard that anybody there at 
that particula1· meeting knew of the wiretapping aspects of that or 
had anv connection with it. 

l\fr. DAsn. Did either yon or anybody in your pr~ence at that meet
ing disrw,s }Ir . Liddy ha Ying a good fire at his house? 

l\fr. l\[ITC'HF.LL. :Sot in nnt recollection was there any discussion of 
dPstrnction of flocnments at that meeting. ~ 

l\fr. D .\SH. You are :nrnre of the trstimonv of l\fr. l\Iagrnder that 
he did get the iclea to clt:>strov the docnments' and he did in fact burn 
tlrn Gernstone docnments? . 

l\[r. l\Irrnn:u ,. I am a ,rnrr of his trstimonv ancl I think his testi
mony was onr o-f thPse general thin!_rs ''It " ·a.~ clt>rided that" or some
thing to that rffret lmt; to my rPcolketion, there "·as no such discus
sion of it. 
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I know the individual, I know his reactions to things, and I ha,e a 
very strong feeling that during the period of time in which I was in 
association v,ith him and did talk to him on the telephone, that I just 
do not beliern that he had that information or had that knowledge; 
otherwise, I think the type of conversations we had would have 
brought it out. :-

Mr. DASH. Generally, is it fair to say that much of your opinion that 
you express is based on your faith in the Pres~dent and y011r knowl
edge of the man, rather than any specific statement the President made 
to you or that you made to the President 1 

l\fr. )f1TCHELL. "\Yell, I subscribe to the firs1~ two. I do have faith in 
the President and I do think I have knowledge of the man and I do 
think there were enough discussions in the area, in the general area, to 
the point where I think the general subject matter -would have come 
out if the President had had knowledge. 

~Ir. DASH. "\Vell,.now, :Mr. :Mitchell, you did become aware, as you 
I have indicated, somewhere around June 21 or 22, when you were 

briefed or debriefed by Mr. LaRue and )[r. :\fardian about the so. 
called-as you described it, the ·white House horrors of the Liddy 
operation and the break-in. Did you, yourself. as the Presidenfs ad
viser and counselor, tell the President what you knew or what you 

I learned? 
L_ Mr. :MrrcHELL. No, sir, I clid not. _ 

Mr. DASH, ,vhy didn't you 1 
Mr. l\frrcHELL. Because I did not believe that it was appropriate for 

him to have that tvpe of knowledge, because I knew the actions that 
he would take ancl it would be most detrimental to his political 
campaign. 

~Ir. DASH. Could it ha,·e been actually helpful or healthy, do you 
thmk? 

:Mr. l\I1TCHELL. That was not my opinion at the particular time. He 
was not involved; it w·asn't a question of deceiving the public as far 
as Richard Nixon was concerned, and it was the other people that-were 
involved in connection with these activities. both in the "\Yhite House 
horrors and the ,vatergate. I believed at 'that particular time, and 
maybe in retrospect, I was wrong, but it occurred to me that the best 
thing to do was just to keep the lid on through the election. 

l\fr. DASH. Then it is your testimony that you in fact did not say 
anything to the President at that time-- . 

l\Ir. MITCHELL. N 0 1 sir, I did not. . . 
l\f r. DASH. So whether the President had any knowledge of 1t, 1t 

certainly couldn't hm·e come from, his lack of knowledge or knowledge,· 
from any statement that you made to him? 

Mr. l\IrvcnuL. That is correct. Mr. Dash. 
l\1r. DASH. Xow, were _you a w·are of the fact that actually prior to 

Magruder's testimony. Mi·. Dean rehearsed l\fr. )fagruder for his testi
mony before the grand jury? 

l\fr. l\ftTCHF.LL. I do not recall that. )fr. Dash. if You are talking 
abo11t the testimony that took place on the- · · ~ 

35-780 0 - 74 - 20 

l\[r. D.\SH. In August. 
Mr. )I1Tcrri-:1.L. I1i August. the seeond appein:rnce. 
l\f r. D.\SH. The seeond appearnnee. 
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and as to what the circumstances might be vis-a-vis the incumbent who 
was seeking reelection. 

Mr. Tno"lrPSON. Mr. :Mitchell, let me ask you about another point. 
Here is an excerpt from the civil deposition which you garn in the 
Democratic Party suit against the Committee To Re-Elect the Presi
dent and I think I am quoting you verbatim in your testimony, when 
you ·were asked this question: ""\Vas there ever any discussion at which 
you were present or about which you heard when you were campaign 
director concerning having any form of surveillance of the Democratic 
National Committee headquart-0rs?" -

Your answer was: "No, sir, I can't imagine a less productive activity 
than that." 

Is that a correct--:--
Mr. 1VIITCIIELL. I think the total context, as I remember it, )Ir. 

Thompson, had to do with the discussion of l\-lr. McCord and the 
security group. The answer was given in that context. 

Mr. TumIPsON. But this particular question, "Was there ever any 
discussion at which you were present"-and of course, I assume just 
from reading this question that that would involve any discussion with 
anyone. Are you saying that it is not your understanding of iU 

Mr. MrTCHELL. My recollection of the testimony that I gave had to 
do with the so-called security group in the Committee To Re-Elect the 
President which discussed l\Ir. :McCord and the security- group. And 
the answer was in response to that, to my recollection. 

Mr. THOMPSON. Of course, as it reads, as I have read it, of course, 
it is not an accurat-0 response? 

l\Ir. MITCHELL. No, I say as you read it, but I think if you will look 
at the total context of the questioning, it referred to the security group 
that involved l\fr. :McCord which was the subject of the conversation. 

l\fr. THOMPSON. Were you not asked any other broader questions 
about any knowledge you might have had of any Slirveillance 
activities? 

Mr. MITCHELL. I was asked broader questions with respect to did 
I ever receive documents that I could identify as coming from elec
tronic surveillance and broad questions like that. 

l\f r. THO:lIPSON. Do you rec,1.ll any broader questions concerning 
conversations that you had? 

Mr. MITCHELL. No, sir, I do not. . 
Mr. Tuo:lIPSON. Is it just a case: of not having asked you the right 

question? 
l\fr. MITCHELL. I think that that is the case. 
)fr. Tuo)IPSON. Let me refer to June 19 or 20, I am not quite 

ure when it was. l\lr. Mitchell. As I understand it, )Ia.rcliiLU and La
Rue debriefed Liddy and found out what he knew about the break
in, his involrnment, and the inrnh-ement of others . .And at that time, 
he relatPd to them some of the 1Yhite House horror stories. I believe 
you characterized them as, the plumbers activities and so forth. I will 
go back to that in a minute. hut as I understand your te:;_;timony this 
morning, the knowledge you got. from tha.t debriefing wns really the 
reason why you. in effect, stood by while )Ir. )fo~rnder was pre
paring a story which, accorcling- to what you knew from Liddy. was 
going to be a false story, to prest•nt to the grand jm·y. 
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Mr. MITCHELL. Along, :Mr. Thompson, with some of the other stor- · 
ies that Mr. Dean brought forward to him, the Diem papers and the 
suspected extracurricular wiretapping, and a. few of the others. 

l\Ir. THO)IPSO~. OK. That caused you to take that position with 
regard to )Iagrnder. And also, I assume that those factors were the 
reasons why you, in effect, acquiesced, anyway, in the payments to 
the families of support money and lawyers' fees and that sort. of 
thing, which I am sure you realize could have been pretty embarrass
ing, to say the least, if not illegal, at that time. ,v ould that be cor
rect as far as your motivations are concerned •? 

l\fr. MITCHELL. That is a correct summary of my motivation and ra-
tionale fort.he actions that I did take. · 

l\Ir. THmIPSON. Do you recall the date on 'l\·hicli :Mr. :Mardian and 
ll'fr. LaRue related this conversation of Liddy's to you? 

Mr. MITCHELL. 1Vell, he certainly didn:t debrief them on t11e 19th, 
I am sure of that, because they were in transit. ·whether it was the 20th 
or 21st, I am not certain. 

Mr. Tool.IPSON. Did they talk to you the same day they talked to 
him? 

Mr. MITCHELL. :\fy recollection is they talked to me the next day, but 
I am not certain about that, either. But in any event, it "as in the 
time frame of the 21st or 22d, to the best of my recollection. -

Mr. THO:}IPSON. Can you recall in a. little more detail what they said 
that Liddy had related to them? You have already mentioned the fact 
that Liddy said that l\Ia&"_ntder had pushed him in the break-in nt the 
Ellsberg psychiatrist's otnce, I belie,·e, and the Dita Beard situation. 

'\Vhat did Liddy supposedly say "ith regard to the Dita. Beard sit
uation? ,vhat did he supposedly know about ,vhite House invoh-e
ment? 

Mr. MrrcHELL. To the best of my recollection, and, of course, I ha,e 
heard these horror stories in different versions from different people 
over the period of the years , the fact that he was either the one or 
assisted in spiriting her out of town, I belie\·e was the discussion at 
that particular time. 

Mr. THOMPSOX. Did he indicate, according to them, that the budget 
for the electronic surveillance operation which led to the break-in of 
the DNC had been approved by the "White House? . 

:Mr. MITCHELL. You are testing- my memory pretty hard. I am m-
clinecl to think that he did say that. but this is a-not that he said it, 

U
but that ~Iardian or La.Rue reported to me that he had. said it. But yon 
re testing my memory pretty hard on a substance of which I ha,e 
eanl dozens and dozens of repetitions of it. 

· ·· .Mr. THmIPsox. Did you ever verify any of these fads with the 
President? 

Mr . l\f1TCHELL. No, sir , I nen'r discussed them with the President. 
:Mr. THo~rPSox. Diel you ever verify any of them wtih )fr. Halde

man ·? 
Mr. l\hTCRELL . I never discus;:;pd those specific fador~ with )Ir. 

Hulcleman until a later datP. It was at that . tiuw that )Ir . Dt>.m was 
acting as a liaison betwel'n the \\'hite House ancl the committee with 
respect to these mattl'rs . 

. i\Ir. T11o)u'.sox. Diel you cwr talk directly with Ehrlidunan about 
these matters'? 
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it was then that nfarclian hit ·him on the back to buck him up and I 
don't want to take credit for this statement that was reported by me to 
be made that -:hen the going .get:' t?ugh the tough get going. It w~s 
Senator Muskie who had said 1t 3ust a couple of days before 1t 
happened. 

Senator TAL:\£ADGE. You did not make any such statement, is that 
correct~ 

Mr. MITCHELL. I made the statement and I made it in the con
text--

Senator TALlIADGE. You did not quote Senator }Iuskie as being the 
author thereof? 

)Ir. MITCHELL. I did indeed in connection with respect to the nature 
of the tough campaign he had and the one that we were having. 

Senator TAL:\CADGE. ·were you sii.ying that for )fr. Slmtn~s benefit 
at that particular time? 

Mr. :Mrrcm:LL. I was saying it for the total people there who were 
in a hell o( a knock-down-drag-out donnybrook over what they could 
not agree on. 

Now, the sequence is shown by my log that after that meeting 
~fr. Sloan apparently went back to l\fr. Sta.ns, who had received the. 
information about the Liddv payments the clay before, I believe, on 
.Tune 23, 1'fr. Stans called me, and :Mr. Stans came up and saw me 
alone. There ,n1s not any ,J eb ::Magmder and there was not any 
lVfardian in the meeting that according to l\fagruder I asked ~fordian 
to step out so that I could discuss the matter. That would be the last 
thing in tho world I would do ,because :\Iardian was investigating- the 
circumstances at the time. ~ 

Senator TALl\!ADGE. "\Vas that the first--excuse me. 
l\Ir. l\hrcnn.L. I am going into this because )[r. Stans' ceedibility 

with respect to his knowledge of the '\Yatergate was quite severely 
impugned apparently more severely in the executive committee meet-
ing by l\Iag-ruderthnn it was later in public testimony. 

Senator TALl\£AI><;E. '\Vas that the first time von had h-nowledge of 
the Watergate break-in, bugging that day, that conversation 1 ·-

l\fr. )hTCHELL. On the 24th? 
Senator TALl\L\DGE. Yes. 
Mr. MITc1u~u,. No, my--
Senator TAL:IL\DGE. That was the first time you were debriefed on 

t, was it not? ~ 
l\fr. l\IrTCHELL. No, I had been debriefed, Senator, as I mentioned 

a little earlier, either on the 21st or 22d. 
Senator T.\L:\L\DGE. Diel you get full details of it :1t that time 1 
.Mr. 1'frrcnEr.L. It was coming from Liddy who was, as I went 

through _with 1'fr. Thornpson, was invohing .Magruder and said that 
he ;:ot Ins approval in the "\Vhite House and a. lot of thin~rs th:1t-

Senator T\L)(.\DGE. Did he say who authoriZl'd the ai)pronll in 
e 1,·1tite H011st1? 
1 r r. )f £Tnn:r.r.. X o. he did not. X o, he did not. 
SPnator T.\Ll\L\DGE. The '\Vhite House wns definitelv interested in the 

cam pa ig-11. of eoursc. was it not''- ~ 
}fr. )fnnn:r.1.. Th0 eampaig-n what, Senator? 
SPtiator T.H.:'IL\ma:. The e:trnpaign for reelPetion. 
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23. Shortly after Hunt's involvement in the Watergate matter 

became known, a White House telephone list bearing Howard Hunt's 

name and phone extension was recalled and the list was re-issued, 

deleting Hunt. 

Page 
23.1 Statement of CIA employee, January 17, 1974 

(re.ceived from CIA) •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 298 
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1 ·, J ,u:U( , J.'J t•J, 

',,· 1'vly s~cretar;•, Mrs.) , 2.ncl I frequently ,;peculated about the 

po.;.siblc involvernent of Howar _d Hunt c>-;,<I tne Watcrgat~ affair and the 

possib!e:: ;c involvcrnent of the Agency. I wa~· aware that Hnnt had frcqu-:"ltly 

tr~nsmitted se<'.led cnvclopc:s v,ia our office tc, the Agency. w·e had :rectipts 

for tncse cnvc!O,?CS but were unawa;:-e of the contents. However. }..{r. 

,-;!.. C who had temporarily occupied my post du;:-ing the illness of 

my pr.::cl.:cessor, . ..2 / and had been on hand to "break in" 

my immediate predecessor, 
0
2 .. L (who held the po~t for 

30 days). had told me that he had opened ooc of the packages one day to 

see what Hunt wa; sending to th 7 Agency. He said that the envel9_pe was 

addressed to C,, and appeared to contain "gossip" information 

alfout an UTL°l;.nown person--he assumed that . it had something to do ~vith 

. a psychological JJ:~· of that person. Mn. ( <} . subsequently confirmed 

this inforrnatioi(~ "n',c, .J/'?J .,,-'/:v.L ~1' f}~- roh'.!.,_tf ''·£??--~, $:-r//Z 1/-? t.f/.,. \...- . . . , , v-··J-~ o•·~ v . p . .,.. "r".,...-..,.k 

Sho:;:-tly after ·my assignment at the. Exec.utiv_e Office Building, a new telephome 

list was issued by the VThite House and it contained Hunt's name.· The 

.W.ate .;:-g.ate ;,ews .broke and H1.:nt was involvetl. The White ·House recalled 

the phone listings without reason and reissued them--we noted that Hunt's 

nar:1e had been deleted •. As the news of the ·watergate and Hunt's in .volvement: 

sp:;:-ead, we--at a date unkn _own--decided that it was>r.ot prudent nor necessary 

to :retain the receipts for envelopes which we had ·transmitt~d from hirn to 

CI./\, and we destroyed these receipts. 

Earlier this year infrormation appeared in the press which discussed Hunt 

2.nd psychologieal studies • . L~<king the above information with these news 

reports I became comcerned that the Agency might beco:ne public_§)y involved 

in this publicity and that it. wquld be .an embarrassment which the Age:.:icy

should be aware of and prepared for. I had no knowledge of _ whether or not 

H'..mt had arranged with :Mr. Helms or someo:ie else in authority for 

(~ do make psychological studies or whether Hunt had prevailed upon 

C., because of some past connection or wh~the. or noti G., 
wa~ _d_~ing _this officia~ls 9! -''._free Janee_.'.'. -~ .ut I felt st:;:-ongly-that· the Agency· 
sho!!ld b'! · aware of this Hun!/· · <.- connection, in cas'e it did not al:-eady 

kno· ,v. 

I called Dr. Schlessinger 2.nd said that I had a confidential :matter to discuss 

wit:.;_ him and visited him one night about 6:30. (I do not recollect the ti.me 

but :-.fr.· / · fixes it at 2 1,iay.) I said that I was aware of some information 

that was not first hand but which I had verifi'!d and that I felt it had implications 

which might embarass the A ge ncy and therefore he should be· aware of this 

inform.:i.tion so that he could prepare for public involvement, in case he was 

not ai.cady aware of it. I rel a ted wh<".t . I kE1ew about envelopes from Hc.n:: to 

the .Ag~ncy and sp e cifically a b out the transmittal of info:-ma.tion to (.,._. 

}fo se~i-:-:e<l surp.ised and unaware of any such link. He asked rne, "W'hat shall 

I do ,.,,,ith . l_- " I said (sornewha:: taken aback at this question} that: 

I thotight he should first talk to L and get his side of 'the story and 

:hat i found it hard to ocel i:: v e th:i.t an in1ividual of the Agency ·would becom~ 

THE MATERIAL DELETED FROM THIS PAGE WAS DELETED BY THE CHAIRMAN AND RANKJ/VG 
MINORITY MEMBER AT THE REQUEST OF THE CENTRAL INTEL LI GENCE AGENCY BEFORE 
PRESENTATION TO THE COI'-JMITTEE ON THE JUDI CIARY . 
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invob~d in something like this withot:t some ap?roval from h!r;h.:?' ,ll:thority 

withi!1 the _l\g'!ncy, also, that I was sure th9-t 5c,:neone had compiled th.a facts 

about the Agency's involvement with Hunt ~rd the Watergate ar.d that it should 

b:! ..,_-.,ailable somewhere ir, the A~ency if he h~d not alrcad,r seen it. He se.:r:,ed 

dismay.::d anci'bewilclerecl th~t somethinr, like t~:s could ha·,1e happened i"!.nu th.at 

he did not know about it. I repeated that I was sure that it wa!:. a matter or 

record somewhere and that it simply may n ·ot have been broug:it to his attentio:1. 

He than!<ed me for reporting this information. 

The following day I had ·a call from Mr. .)_.3 • Dr. Schlessinger 1 s 

assistant and a former colleague on the NSC staff, asking for a re:;,iew of what 

I had reported saying that Dr. Schlessinger ,.-;,as very upset and hacl asked hi:n 

to look into this right away. He wanted to know if I had any more details. I 

subsequi,ntly remembered another tangent to this subject and stopped in his 
. ...-;i"~ ,~ ,. ·:...... . 

office the-fo1lo.wing day (which was a~ 3 May 2ccording to MrJ / 

timetable) and related it to him. It was that Mrs. i'l recalled that one 

day Hunt had come to see . ,2 2 ,and they had talked behind closed doors.· 

,After the talk ,.2 .;2. came oqt anq. remarked to her tli?-.t;.l\e. 'l,V.?,S .amazed~ 

shocked and bewildered by the tt\ings that Hunt told him he was doing. He scratched 

and shook his head, remarked what an inte:resti.ng job Hunt had, but ~evealed 

none of the details of his conversation. The only specific item he mentioned . 

was a film that Hunt was working ori for educational TV which im:olved one of 

the Nixon daughters. (I conHrmed with. Mrs. i /'1 this .. <}ate t}lp._t this is her 

recollection o! this event.) ... :.? 3 sa1a mat =1 report to Dr. Sch!essinger 

was the first that the latter had heard that the Agency ·was in any way involved 

and that the Agency and.Dr. Schlessinger, in pa.:rticular, owed me a debt of 

gratit•.1c1e for coming forward with this information. I remarked again that I 

wou!d be surprised if the Agency had not already compiled a report on Hunt's 

invo;.{ement with the Agency be~ause I kne~v foat Mr. Helms ,•:as probably 

aware of some of Hunt's activities and might have authorized the use of 

('.,- and that because of his ( ,) •.,) and Schlessinger's newsnes~ on. 

the job they simply had not seen this material or had reason to ask for it. · He 

said that he intended to find out. 

J:~ subsequently told me that -2~J, had been interviewed and said tha?: 

he knew nothing of Hunt's activities. I suggested that ,:;, C be interviewed 

because not only had he opened at least the one Hunt ·- l " envelope, but 

he may have additional information to report from his personal t?..lks with 

Hur.to 

): ~ told me sometime later that Schlessing:?r v,as awarding a medal to 

General Walters for his role in the Watergate affair and remarl-:ed again that 

my :::~port had triggered the revelation 0£ the iceberg. We jo!-ted about how 

the Ger:er~ls always get the medals! 

Id" not believe tr.at the subject has come up again until this time. 

THE MATERIAL DELETED FROM THIS PAGE WAS DELETED BY THE CHAIRMAN AND RANKING 
MINORITY MEMBER AT THE REQUEST OF THE CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY BEFORE 
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24. On June 20, 1972 John Mitchell, the Campaign Director of CRP, 

issued a prepared press statement. The statement denied any legal, 

moral or ethical accountability on the part of CRP for the break-in 

at the DNC headquarters. 

Page 
24.1 Washington Post, June 21, 1972, Al, A9 •..•.....•••• 302 
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O'Brien 
S11esGOP 
Campaign 
'Lays Blame 
For Bucruine1 on et, o 

White House ' 
. . By Bob Woodward 
Wasll1n11,on Poat Stal! Wr1ter 

Democratic Nation a_l 
Chainnan Lawrence F. 
O'Brie;n, apparently seizing 
on the break-in and attempt
ed bugging. of party head
quarters· here as a major· 
campaign issue, · attempted 
yesterday to lay responsibil
ity for the incident at the 
door of the White House. 

He said there is "a devel
oping clear line Jo the White 
House" and cited · what he 
called the "potential involve
ment" of special counsel to the 
President, Charles Colson. 

O'Brien made his remarks 
as the Democratic National 
Committee filed a $1 million 
suit in U.S. District Court here 
against the Committee for the 
Re-Election of the President, 
whose chief security agent 
was one of five men arrested 
at the break-in 2:30 a.m. Sat· 
urday. 

(302) 

President Nixon's campaign 
chairman, former Attorney:" 
General John N. l\Iitchell, 
again deplored the bugging in~ 
cident, denied · any party re
sponsibility for ·-it and called 
the law suit "another- ·e:cample 
of sheer demagoguery · on. the 
part of Mr. O'Brien.!' · 

In · other developments yes
ferday: 

• White House consultant 
and former CIA employee 
Howard E. Hunt, whose name 
was found in two of the SU· 

spects address books. was re
ported to be a "good friend" 
of the suspects• first attorney, 
Douglas Caddy. 

• Federal sources close to 
the investigation said that a 
diagram that could have been 
used in a past or future bug
ging attempt on Miami Beach 
headquarten of Sen. Geo~e 
S. McGovern was found 
among the suspects' belong. 
ings. 

O'Brien charged . that :\Iitch
ell attempted to make it ap
pear that former CIA em
ployee James W. :\fcCord Jr ., 
the security ac;ent who was ar 
resterl Saturday, had ended 
his employment with the Nixon 
committee some months a~o. 

Until .'.\Tonday McCord wa:1 
· the salaried security chief for 

See BUG, :\9, Col. 1 
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Bugging Laid to White HollSe 
• BUG, .'.From Al 

the committei. Mitchell's first 
statement Sunday on McCord's 
employment with the commit· 
tee was that McCord was em• 
ployed . months ago. 

"We know that as of the · 
mome~t of his arrest at gun. 
pomt · Jus.t· 10 feet from where , 
~ now stand,, l\Ir. fyicCord was 
in the pay 'of the Committee·· 
for the Re-election of the Pres
ident ," O'Brien said. 

" If John Mitchell's reflex 
aUempt to conceal that fact 
is any signal of what is to 
come from the Republican 
Party and administration, I 
f~ar we shall be long in get
ting at the truth ." _ 
. ~ 'Brien went on to call the · 
mc1dent a-, "cheap · cloak-and- -
dagger intrigue at the national 
P~litical ~evel. We learned of 
thlS -bu~ging ~ttempt only be-. 

· cause 1t was .-bungled. HOW'• 
many other attempts-have there 
been? And just who was in--_ 
volved?" ·. · · . · - • . > -;; 

He said the la°wsuif was an'.' 
attempt to. force the.issue int~ -
examination by _ the ' court.. A 
Democratic spoke 'sma:n saict 
court hearings - on -the matter 
rcruld · begin in ,:'the near fu.. 
to,e... . _:i .: . -

"I believe we are about -ta; 
witness . the ultimate test of this 
administration that SO' piously 
committed itself to a new era 
of law and .order just'four years . 
ago," O'Brien said •. , , . · · 

In a prep a-red 'statement: · 
Mitche_ll_ -_ caHed~f O'Briep.'s, suit:. 

___ _ .. a::. __ -.~:=:: '<lij:~lt~ 
thori1.e and d08$ not condone · 
the alleged actions -of . the five'• 
men ;: apprehended .. - Saturday 
morning. • We .abhor- fUch a.c-·, 

tivi4!:·~~l~:f:;'~~~ 
election of .the President iJ'.iiot 
legally;· moraffror, ,~thica_lly, ao-r 
countablet , forr.;i etio Ji·s: .. taken· 
without its:. lmowedge ancr. be
yond the scope;/!)£ ita ·control,~ ----·~ell saic:L:.i/'Jf; .. '. · :·:tt:i_~!··: ... ,ti ,i,{ 

In yesterday's\ei1itlons/ ~ 
Post reported the-:matence "of 
Hunt's name · fa tile:' suspec:t:s~ 

.address . books; and /i that ,',he 
functioned· at the White I;Iouse 
as an assistant. to _ Colspn.'\\ 

-<A White 0 Howie:.: alde:;cco&! 
firmed that Colson. who-is slic1· 
to handle'-dellcate-.asaignments 
for the President; was the man 
who brought Hunt -_ · to · · the 
White House. 

'Presidential spokesman Ron· 
ald Ziegler said yesterday 
morning, "I talked to Mr. Col
son after reading .. The Wash
ington Post story this morning, 
-anti be made it clear that he 
is_jn no way involved with this · 
matter ..... 

Later Ziegler told reporters 
that he was "finished with any 

; comment on the subject." 
.Federal.sources--elose to-the 

bugging investigation said two 
large ballrooms · scheduled to , 
be used as-Miami beadqu11.rters' 
for McGovern during the'l>em- · 
ecratic Convention were_ dia-· 
grammed in another · address 
}look taken by authorities from 
lie ~pects' · belongings. , · · 

The rough diagram , a skelcb ,; 
ebows the Regency and Medi
terranean rooms at the Doral 
Hotel on the Ocean in Miami. 

·It also denotes 'the location 
of two emergency -exits from 
the -·rooms. -Tlie word "May" 
was· written~ by· the · diagram, 
apparently a 0 -reference to the 
month, the 'sources said. . " " 

'Asked abouC the - diagram ' 
·yesterday, McGovern's · con· 
vention coordinator, :.· Owen 
Donley, confirmed ·that the 
rooms have been slated for use 
by McGovern convention staff 
since January . · 

·Donley said -one room would 
be used by the news media and 
the other for staff or delegate 
caucuses. ~ . .. .. _ 

"If they wanted to bug the 
two rooms, it wouldn't bother 
anyone anvwav. Tbev are both 

'!public rooms in the hotel We 
will bold _ staff caucuses there, 
Jbut th~ will be mass meet-
! ings. There wouldn't: be any-
1 thing said there that wouldn't 
'be .&aid out on the street." · 

Donley said the : McGovern 
campaign 'staff ·was ,exploring 
':ario~ '• a.ntibugging . methods 
before the Democratic Nation
al headquarters incident. -
, ''We didn't suddenly become 
paranoid. We were paranoid 
beforehand, That is just part 
of . convention _ -:procedure," 
Donley said. He indicated that 
antibugging precautions wolild 
be taken at the :headquarters 
in Miami.. 
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· Hunt, the White House con
sultant , has a full -time .job -in , 
the public relations firm of 
Robert R. Mul,len Co., 1700 
Pennsylvania 1>,ve. NW, direct. 
ly across from · · Nixon's re
election ·headquarters and the 
c!pef White House offices. 
.:•,-Yesterday, Robert E. Ben
nett, . president .of ,the Mullen 
firm, said that . Hunt was .a 
"_good friend" of the suspects• 
first attorney, Caddy. : 

Hunt-and Caddy once shared 
an off!ce at _ the Mullen firm, 
according· to Bennett. Caddy 
was . not employed · there but 
acted as liaison with General 
Foods Corp . where he was em-
ployed. , ._. _ · 

· In Superior Cotirt here Sat
urday when the · five suspects 
appeared for- ·-: an-aignment, 
Cad~y was secretive and stay. 
~ 1~ the background; bring
mg 1n another attorney · to 
represent the five ·men . .. 

Shortly after 3 a.m. Satur
day,. Caddy told a reporter, he 
r~ce1v;d a call from Barker's 
wife. · She said that her hus
band told her to .call me if he 
hadn'~ called her by 3 a.m. 
that it mi~ht mean trouble" 
Caddy said . . ' 

. Caddy said he had met Bar-
· ker once, a year ago and that 
; they had _had "a sydipathetic" 
, conversation. 

• 
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· Barker, who · owns a real 000 bond. The other four were' 
estate firm in Miami, has been being .held . there on $50,000 
active in anti-Castro activities bond .. All are charged 'with at
and is reported to have played tempted burglary a n d at 
a role in the Bay of Pigs in· tempted interception of tele
vasion of Cuba in 1961. phone arid other communlca-

In addition to McCord and tion. 
Barker, the other three sus- . Their attorney, Joseph A. 
pects are: Frank . Sturgis, also Rafferty Jr., filed a . motion 
known as Frank Fiorini an yesterday seeking a reduction 
American who served in ]!'idel Oil the'bonct. '~ . . ', . •,.· 
Castro's revolutionary · army Meanwhile, yestei::day'· Sen. 
·and has since been a leader in Bob Dole, head of the Repub
the anti-Castro movement in llcan National Committee, cte
Miam!; Virgilio n. Gonzales, a nied as totally false \eports 
locksmith; amt Eugenio R. Mar- that the Republicans had urg
tlnei:, a real elitafo salesman ed Spanlsh 'communHy . Ieader.s 
for Barker. ·. ·. ·; · .. j . . ~ : ., · , and other Republlcans pot to 

McCord was still being held discuss the bugging 
1

ihcldent 
in D.C. jail ye&terday on $30,- wilh anyone. 
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25. On June 20, 1972 at 6:08 p.m. the President spoke by tele-

phone with John Mitchell. The President and Mitchell discussed the 

break-in at the DNC headquarters. According to a dictabelt recording 

made by the President on June 20, 1972 recollecting the events of 

that day, Mitchell expressed to the President his regret that he had 

not kept better control over the people at CRP. 

Page 
25.1 President Nixon daily diary, June 20, 1972, 

Exhibit 13, In re Grand Jury, Misc. 47-73, 1-2 •.••••• 306 

25.2 President Nixon remarks before Associated Press 
Managing Editors Association, November 17, 1973, 
9 Presidential Documents 1345-46 .•••••••••••••••••••• 308 

25.3 Dictabelt recording of President Nixon's recol-
lections of events of June 20, 1972, and House 
Judiciary Connnittee transcript thereof ••••••••••••••• 310 
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'"" 25, 1 PRESIDENT NIXON DAILY DIARY, JUNE 20, 1972, EXHIBIT 13, 
IN RE GRAND JURY MISC. 47-73 1-2 . r lh[ V,1IIIE HOUSE 

TllE WHITE HOUSE 
\,,\SillNC:TON. D. C. 

PHESIOENT RIC!lt\RD NIXOrl'S fJ;", DIARY 

UAT!.: (Mo., D.1y, Yr.) 

tr'~\' -{~tEE_ 20, l)\~72 ___ _ 

''"'"" i __ fr' i~r:_ ~lr ·\ .ii! _____________ 8 __ :_4_0_a_. m_. _. _T~I.IE~-.::..SD;;.;'..;./1.Y;;;.__ 

TIME /,:~,~'.:i~~J J ; I C::3...J :L,t. r- A<;TIVITY 

, __ 1_n_- ___ ou_,_..,...._L_o-tr_1._l)-t--'(-·._~-\...-,.=_ ~'- ~-~---------------------

8:40 

9:00 

9:01 

10:20 

10:25 

10:51 

11:26 

12:32 

12:46 

12:53 

1:27 

1:30 

1:38 

1:45 

2:16 

2:20 

3:33 

4:09 

4: 35 

5:25 

9:04 

1_1:20 

10:54 p 

12:45 

12:33 R 

p 

12:55 p 

2:10 

1:35 p 

1:39 

1:49 P 

2:17 P 

3:30 

p 

4:14 p 

5:25 

p 

The President had breakfast. 

The President went to the Oval Office. 

The President met with his Deputy Assistant, Alexander P. 
Butterfield. 

The President went to his office in the EOB. 

The President met with his Assistant, John D. ~~rlichman. 

The President talked with his Deputy Assistant, Edward L. 
Morgan. 

The President met with his Assistant,'H. R. Haldeman. 

The President talked with his daughter, Tricia. 

The President telephoned Senator Margaret Chase Smith 
(R-Maine). The call was not completed. 

The President talked with Senator Smith. 

The President met with his Deputy Assistant, ~..aj. Gen. 
Alexander M. Haig, Jr. 

The President talked with Senate Minority Leader Hugh Scott 
(R-Pennsylvania). 

The President talked long distance with Joseph Trerotola, 
Vir:e pr,,,::irl,mt cf the l:::ternational Brotherhood of 
Teamsters, in New York City. 

The President talked with his Counsel, Clark MacGregor. 

The President talked with his Special Counsel, Charles W. 
Colson. 

The President met with Mr. Colson. 

The President telephoned Staff Assistant Stephen B. Bull. 1 
President talked with Beverly J. Kaye, Mr. Bull's 
secretary. 

The President talked with his Special Assistant, Patrick J. 
Buchanan. 

The President met with Mr. Haldeman. 

The President went to the Barber Shop. 

P,gc .l._ ol 4-,Pagc{s). 
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25.1 PHESI DENT NIXON DAILY DIARY, ,JUNF 20, 1972, EXHIBIT 13, 
IN RE GRAND JURY MISC. 47-73 1-2 

WHITE HOUSE 

Pl A< E DAY UE(.;AN 

THE HIIITE HOUSE 
lv:\SHfNCT()N n r 

TIME 
PtiONE 

l' ..r-..:Phccd 
R=-Rtctiv ·c:<t -'-------- ~-------1--~--1 

Jo Out Lo to · 

5:50 

6:01 
~ 

6:03 -
6 :30 

7:36 

7:52 

8:04 

8:42 

11:22 

11:33 

1, 

5:53 

6:12 P 

7:59 P 

8:21 P 

8:50_ R 

12:05 P 

PRESIDENT RlCHAHD NIXON'S DMLY DIARY 
(Sn· Tr.1vt"I Rc(Mcl f.,, TrJVel Ad1vity l 

[)Aft:. (Ma., O,y. Yr.) iJ 
_JJ;1IE_ 2QJ9Z-Z __ _ 

Tl~IE DAY 

'i · 'iO n m TJ'l.'~1' .\ Y 

ACTIVITY 

The President met with Mr. Butterfield. 

The President returned to the second floor Residence. 

The President talked with John N. Mitchell, Campaign Directot 
for the Committee for the Reelection of the President. 

The President and the First Lady had dinner in the Yellow 
Oval Room. 

The President returned to his office in the EOB. 

The President talked with Mr. Haldeman. 

The President talked with Mr. Colson. 

The President talked with Mr. Haldeman. 

The President returned to the second floor Residence. 

The President talked with Mt:. Colson. 

MF/CD/LR 

P•AT _? __ of _.}_ Pigot(s). 
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25. 2 PRESIDENT NIXON REMARKS, NOVEMBER 17, 1973, 
9 PRESIDENTIAL DOCUMENTS 1345-46 

Administration of Richard Nixon 

PRESIDENTIAL DOCU1Y1ENTS 
Week Ending Saturday, November 24, 1973 

Upper Great Lakes Regional 
Commission 

Announcement of Intention To Nominate 
Raymond C. Anderson To Be Federal Cochairman. 
November 16, 1973 

The President today announced his intention to nomi
nate Raymond C. Anderson, of Maple City, Mich., to 
be Federal Cochairman of the Upper Great Lakes 
Regional Commission. He will succeed Thomas F. 
Schweigert, who became Alternate Federal Member of the 
Delaware River Basin Commission on September 6, 1973. 

From 1969 to 1971, Mr. Anderson served as executive 
assistant to Michigan Gov. William G. Milliken. He has 
been retired since 1971 and was also retired from 1964 
to 1969. From 1959 to 1964, he served as administrative 
assistant to then-Congressman Robert P. Griffin, from 
1952 to 1959, he wa~ administrative assistant to Senator 
Charlrs E. Potter of l\lichigan, and he was administrative 
,tssi,tant to Congressman Roy 0. Woodruff of Michigan 
from 1937 to 1944 and from 1946 to 1952. 

He was born on March 5, 1912, in Grand Rapids, 
Mich. Mr. Anderson was graduated from Grand Rapids 
Junior College in 1932. From 1944 to 1946, he served 
as an officer in the U.S. Navy. 

NOTE: The announcement was released at Key Biscayne, Fla. 

I Asso~iatcd Press Managing 
Editors Association 
The President's Remarks in a Question-and-Answer I Session at the Association's Anmtal Convention in 

do, Florida. November 17, 1973 

THE PRESIDENT. President Qui11n and ladies and 
gentlemen: 

When Jack Horner ,1 who has been a correspondent 
in Washington and other places around the world, retired 
after 40 years, he once told me that if I thought that the 
White House Press Corps answered (asked)· tough ques
tions, he (I) should hear the kind of questions the manag
ing editors asked him. Consequently, I welcome this 
opportunity tonight to meet with the managing editors of 
the Nation's newspapers. 

I will not have an opening statement because I know, 
with 400 of you, it will be hard to get through all of the 
questions you have, and I understand the President has a 
prerogative of asking the first question. 

l\fr . Quinn [John C. Quinn, Gannett Newspapers, and 
president, Associated Press Managing Editors Associa
tion] 

WATERGATE AND THE FUTURE 

Q. Mr. President, this morning, Governor Askew of 
Florida addressed this group and recalled the words of 
Benjamin Franklin. When leaving the Constitutional 
Convention he was asked, "What have you given us, sir, a 
monarch or a republic?" Franklin answered, "A republic, 
sir, if you can keep it." 

Mr. President, in the prevailing pessimism of the linger
ing matter we call \\'atergate, can we keep that republic, 
sir, and how? 

THE PRESIDENT. Well, Mr. Quinn, I would certainly 
not be standing here answering these questions unless I had 
a firm belief that we could keep the republic, that we must 
keep it, not only for ourselves, but for the whole world. 
I recognize that because of mistakes that were made, and 
I must take responsibility for those mistakes, whether in 
the campaign or during the course of an administration, 
that there are those who wonder whether this republic can 
survive. But I also know that the hopes of the whole 
world for peace, not only now. but in the years to come, 
rests in the United States of America. And I can assure you 
that as long as I am physically able to handle the po:-ition 
to which I was elected, and then reelected last November, 

1 c~nlt'tt D . (Jack\ H o m<'r was :I r~pnrtcr with the \\"a,hin1c1ton 
St :i.r f rt"ltn t 9:J7 until hi s retircm r•nt in Novernb("r l 9i:3. Since . 
195+ he was White Houst: c.,>rrespondcnt for that newspaper. 

134S 
Vol11me 9-Number 47 
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25, 2 PRESIDENT !!IXON REMARKS, NOVEMBER 17, 1973, 

9 PRESIDENTIAL DOCUMENTS _1_3_4_5-_4_6~~~~ 

13 4 6 PRESIDENTIAL DOCUMENTS, RICHARD NIKON, 1973 

I ,un going to work for the cause of peace in the world, for 
the cause of prosp erity without war and without inflati on 
ctt home, and also to the best of my abili ty to restore con

fidence in the Whit e House and in the President himscli. 
l t is a big job, !mt I thi nk it can he done, and I intend to 
do it. 

PRESIDENTIAL TAPES 

Q. Mr. President, I am George Giil of the Louisville 
Couri er-Journal. Would you please tell us, sir, when did 
you personally discover that two of the nine subpoen aed 
White H ouse tape s did not exist, and why did you app ar
entl y dela y for a matter of weeks disclosing this matter 
to the Federal court and to the public? 

THE PRESIDENT. Well, the first time that the fact that 
there were no recordin gs of the two conversation s to 
which you referred-that they did not exist- came to my 
attention on appro ximately September 29 or September 
30. 

At that time, I was informed only that they might not 
exist because a search was not made, because seven of the 
nine recordings requested did exist, and my secreta ry, 
listening to them for me and making notes for me, pro
ceeded to go throu gh those seven tapes. 

1 should point out, incidentally , that the two which 
did not exist, in which there were no tape recordin gs of 
the conversations, were not ones that were requested by 
the Senate committee, and consequently, we felt that we 
should go foiward with the ones that were requested by 
both the Senate committee and the others . 

When we finally determined that they could not be 
in existence was on October 26 of this year. And we 
learned it then when I direct ed the Whit e House Cou nsel, 
Mr. Buzhardt, to question the Secret Service operat ives 
as to what had happened to make sure th at there might 
not be a possibility, due to the fact that the mechani sm 
was not operating properl y, that we might find them 
in some other plac e. 

He qu estioned th em for 2 days and reported on the 
27th that he could not find them. He then, having had 
a date made-and he asked for the date sooner with 
Judge Sirica, he asked for a date on Thur sday, you may 
recall I pointed that out in my press conference on the 
26th - -Judge Sirica saw him on Tuesday in camera. T he 
White Hou se Counsel repor ted to Jud ge Sirica that the 
two tapes did not exist and gave him the reasons for it. 

The judge decided, and I think quit e properly , that 
the reasons for the ta pe not existing should he made pub
lic an d those involved with access to the tapes and those 
who operated the machines should be questioned so tha t 
there would he nn question of the \\'hit c House, some
hody around the President, or even the Prcsicknt himself, 
havin g destroyed evidence tha t was important even 
though the Senate committee had not, as I have alrc:1dv 
pointed out , suhpnc naed either of these two tapes. And 
since we arc on this subject, and I do not want to be 

takin g all of the time on it except that I know there is 
going to he enormous inter est in it, not only amon g this 
audi cnre here, but among ou r television viewers, let me 

point this out. 
I have done everything th at l possibly can to p rovide 

the evidence that would have existed had we found the 
tapes: 

First, with regard to the tape of June 20, as you may 
recall, it was a 5-minute telephone conversation with the 
form er Attorney General, John l\fitch cll. who had just 
left .is campai gn manager or wa, planning to leave as 
camp:1ign mana .c:er at that time. 

I ha\"e a practice of keeping a personal diary - I can 
a, sure you not e\·cry day. Sometimes you are too tired 
at the end of a day to either make not es or dictate it into 

a dictabelt. 
On that particular day I happen ed to have dictated 

a dictabclt, and on the dictabelt for June 20, which I 
found , I found that I had referred to the conversation to 
John Mitchell, and" I think it is fair to disclose to this. 
audience what was ther e because it will be disclosed to 
the court. It has already been offered to the court and 
eventually I as.,ume will he made public. 

It said , first, that I called John l\litchell to cheer him 
up becau:,e I knew he wa, terribly disheartened by what 
had happened in the so-called Waterg ate matter. Second, 
he exprei-5ed chagrin to me that the organization over 
which he had control could have gotten out of hand in 
this way. That was what was on that tape . 

Now, turning to the one on April 15, I thought I might 
have a dictabelt of that conversation as well. 

Let me tell you first why the telephone conversation 
was not r.ecorded , not becau se of any deliberate attempt 
to keep the recording from · the publi c, hut because the 
only telephones in the residen ce of the White House which 
are recorded-the only telephone, there is only one, is 
the one that is in the office, the littl i: Lincoln Sitting 
Room right off the Lincoln Bedroom . The call I made 
to John Mitchell was made at the end of the day at about 
6: 30 just before f!Oing into dinner from the family quar
ters, and no telephones in the family quarters e\·er were 
recorded. Th at is whv the recording did not exist. 

Tur .ning to April 15, the conversation referred to there 
was at the end of the process in which l\Ir. Dean came in 
to tell me what he had told the U.S. att orneys that day. 
H e saw me at 9 o'clock at nic:ht , Sund:1y night. There 
should ha,·e been a recording. E, ·erybody thought 
ther e prohahlv was a recordin g. The rea.<on there \\ ':l.5 not 
a recording is that the tape machin es on :r the weekend 
0111'- can carrv 6 hours of conn ~rsation. and usual!\" th :n 
is ,~ore th:111 ~nough. becau se I do not u,c the EOB ~ffice. 
that is, the Executi,·e Otli cc Building oflice rath er than 
the O, ·;il Office, over the \H't'kend to th at extent. 

Rut that weekend I was in the EOR for a long com-cr
sation with Dr. Kis.singer nn foreign pnlin· matters . I was 
ther e for 2 other hours, or 2 or 3 other hours, and the tape 

Volum e 9-Number 47 
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25. 3 TRANSCRIPT OF PRESIDENT NIXON'S JUNE 20, 19?2 RECOLLECTIONS 

PRESIDENT: 

TRA.i~SCRIPT PREPARED BY THE IHPEACHHENT INQUIRY 
STAFF FOR THE HOUSE JUDICIARY COMMITTEE OF A 
DICTABELT RECORDING BY THE PRESIDENT OF HIS 
RECOLLECTIONS OF A TELEPHONE CONVERSATION WITH 
JOHN HITCHELL ON JUNE 20, 1972. 

Paragraph. I also talked to John Mitchell in -- late in 

the day and tried to cheer him up a bit. He is terribly 

chagrined that, uh, the acti7ities of anybody attached 

to his committee should, uh, have, uh, been handled in 

such a manner, and he said that he only regretted that 

he had not policed all the people more effectively on a 

~ in his own organization 

[42 second silence] 

[unintelligible] .. 
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26. On June 21, 1972 shortly after 9:35 a.m. John Ehrlichman told 

Acting FBI Director Gray that John Dean would be handling an inquiry 

into Watergate for the White House and that Gray should call Dean and 

work closely with him. Gray told Ehrlichman that the FBI was handling 

the case as a "major special with all of our normal procedures in 

effect." At 10:00 a.m. Gray telephoned Dean and arranged to meet 

Dean at 11:30 a.m. in Gray's office. At the meeting they discussed 

the sensitivity of the investigation, and Dean told Gray that Dean 

would sit in on FBI interviews of White House staff members in his 

official capacity as counsel to the President. 

Page 

26.1 L. Patrick Gray log, June 21, 197Z, 1- 2 
(received from SSC) ••••••••••••••••••••. . ••.•••••••• 312 

26.2 L. Patrick Gray testimony, 9 SSC 3450 ••••••••••••••• 314 
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26. 2 L. PATRICK GRAY TESTIMON.Y., AUGUST 3., 1973., 9 SSC 3450 

3450 

the time available and I do not believe the committee expects me to 
launch into such a review. Nevertheless, upon the conclusion of my 
statement, I stand ready to answer any questions which the committee 
or counsel may desire to ask about any aspect of my stewardship of 
the FBI. 

I do hav e, :Mr. Chairman, a few preliminary remarks which precede 
my discussion of the areas believed to be of prime interest to the 
committee. 

I was appointed Acting Director of the FBI by Attorney General 
Kleindienst on :May 3, 1972. 'I looked upon this appointment as a return 
to the service of my country similar to that which I had rendered in 
the U.S. Navy for 26 years. I looked forward then to many years of 
additional service to the country in the company of the honorable and 
dedicated men and women of the FBI. 

On May 16, 1972, my personal staff and I moved into the offices 
formerly occupied by the late J. Edgar Hoover; 1 month later, on 
June 17, 1972, the burglary of the headqua1ters of the Democratic 
National Committee in the ,v atergate Hotel occurred. 

At the outset, Mr. Chairman, I "·ant to acknowledge that, I am fully. 
totally, and completely responsible for the performance of duty of 
myself and of the men and women of the FBI during the year that I 
served as their Acting Director. They, of course, are not in any way 
responsible for my performance of duty or for any personal acts or 
judgments of mine which occurred during the period I sernd as Act
ing Director. 

THE CIA DIMEXSIO~ 

At the time of the ·watergate break-in I was on the west coast Yisit
' ing FBI field offices and meeting a commitment to make a commence

.--4i-~t address at Pepperdine Uni\ ·ersity Law School in Santa Ana. 
returned to \Yashinhrton on the evening of J unc 20 and receh·ed a 

phone call from John Ehrlichman the next morning. :Mr. Ehrlichman 
informed me that John Dean would be handling an inquiry into 
·watergat e for th e ,vhite House, that I should deal directly with ~Tohn 
Dean concerning the im·estigation and that :\Ir. Dean was expecting a 
call from me. :\fr. Ehrlichman and I then discussed the matter of pro
cedural safeguards against leaks and I told him that we were handling 
this case as a major special with all of our normal procedures in effect. 
I also indi cated to lum that we were going to conduct an aggressi rn 
and vigorous investigation and would probably be inteniewing people 
at the ·white House. 

I called Mr. Dean upon my return to my own office at 10 a.m., and 
arranged to meet with him at 11 :30 a.m., in my office on .June 21, 19i2. 
At our meeting he discussed with me the sensitivity of the investigation 
and the need to avoid leaks in a political year. He also informed me 
that he had the responsibility to handle this inquiry for the White 

lJouse and would sit in on any interviews of ,vhite House staff per- . 
nnel. Mr. D.·ean stated that he would be there in his official capacity 
counsel to the President. 

I know that I specifically asked l\Ir. Dean on two occasions if he 
would be making his reports direct to the President. I be]ie\·e that this 
was one of those occasions and I believe that the other occurred when 
we were discussing the transmission of FBI file material to him to . 
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26,3 JOHN DEAN TESTIMONY, JUNE 25, 1973, 3 SSC 942 

942 

FIRST MEETINGS WITH )fa. GR.\Y REGARDING THE lNHSTIG.\TION 

I believe that it was on June 21 that I first met ,vith Grav in his 
office in the late morning regarding the FBFs im·estigation. ·.At that 
meeting he told me he fully realized the sensitirn nature of the im·esti
gation they were pursuing and that he had placed his most trusted 
senior people in charge of the investigation. I told Gray that I had 
been asked to be kept informed about the investigation. )fr. Gray 
told me that he had been visiting a number of regional olncl'S and 
would be doing so in the future. Thus 1 if I needed any information 
I should call }[r. }Iark Felt in his absence. I might note at this point 
that indeed Gray was freque ntly absent froin the city during the course 
of the investigation and this irritated Ehrlichman greatly when he 
asked me to get information from Gray and Gray was out of the city. 
On several occasions, in £act, Ehrlichman instructed me to tell Gray 
to return to the city and mind the store. I passed this message to Gray, 
hut I cannot recall what prompted Ehrlichman to han me do so at 
this time. 

During my meeting with Gray on June 21 he also told me a man 
by the name of Mr. Bates was heading the innstigation. I do not know 
Mr. Bates, and when I reported this back to Ehrlichman and he asked 
me who Bates was, I told him I did not know Bates. I can recall on 
several occasions Ehrlichman asking me if I thought that Gray knew 
what he was doing and if he had the im·estigation under control. I 
responded that he seemed to be relying on men in whom he had foll 
trust. 

To the best of my recollection, it was during this ,Tune 21 meeting 
with Gray that he informed me that the FBI had uncowred a number 
of major banking transactions that had transpired in the account of 
one of the arrested Cubans--l\Ir. Barker. He informed nw that theY 
had traced a $25,000 check to a l\Ir. Kenneth Dahlberrr and four checks 
totaling $89,000 to a bank in :\fexico Citv. ~ 

I do not 'recall whether I first learned about the Dahlber!! check 
from Mr. Grav or whether I learned about it in a meetinrr in l\Iitchell's 
office by reason of the fact that the FBI was trying to contact )fr. 
Dahlberg about the matter and Dahlberg had called l\[r. Stans. At 
any rate, the fact that the FBI was investigating these matters was 
of utmost concern to l\Ir. Stans when he le/1.rned of it. Stans was con
cerned about the Dah lherrr cheek. I was informed. hecn11sp it was in fact 
a contribution from l\Ir. Dwavne Andreas, whom I did not know, but 
I was told ,vas a lonotime baekrr of Senator Hnbl'rt Hmnphre~-. 
Neither Stans nor l\Iitchell wanted Mr. Andrens to be C'mbarra:;;sed b.v 
disclosure of the contribution. The concern nbont the l\[exicnn mone,· 
was made a little less clear to me. I was told it was a contribution fron1 
a group of Texans who had nsed an intermC'dinn· in l\[exico to make 
the contribntion. AlthOll!!h I hnd not been told. I nssnmed at thnt tinw 
that thev WC'l'e concernPfl hrcnm,C' it sonn<kd to rnr ns if it mii:ht luwe 
been a corporate contribntion and clearlv a ,·inlatinn of the law·. 

l\fr. Stans nlso exnlainecl that hr hacl checl.:wl with Sloan to fincl out 
how this monrv had endrd nn in :\fr. BarkPr's bank ncconnt and Sloan 
reportrd that hr had aiYen tlw clwcl,s to Lichh· and rMm'stt,rl that ht' 
cash thrm: He said he had no idra how Liddv had cash<'d tlwm. hut 
surmised that he had olH""ionsly nsed Barket· to ea::h tlwm. I wag also 
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27. On or about June 22, 1972 John Ehrlichman met with John 

Dean and discussed the contents of Howard Hunt's safe and what to do 

with certain politically sensitive documents. 

Page 
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.1Vhen Pctersrn arriwd at Kkinclicnsfs office he g:ixe a·stattts report 
of the investigation. Kleindienst then related my concern to PetPrscn. 
Petersen ,Yas troubled by the case and the implications of it. Klein
dienst had another meeting. so Petersfn and I-I helicni the other 
ml'et ing ,,as in his office, so Petersen and I ,vent into }fr. Kl,:indienst's 
back ollice and talked further. To the best of my recollection. TI"e did 
not discuss specifics, rather it ,was a general cfocussion_ · 

I told him I had no idea where this thing- might encl, but I told him 
I did not think the "White House could withstand a wide-open .inYesti
gation. The snm and substance of our com-ersation was that I had no 
ide:i how far this matter might go, but I had rrason-,,ithot~t be-in~ 
specific-to suspect the worst. The meeting ended on that note, that I 
hoped I '\';"US wrong. · 

I do not recall e,-er reporting this meeting to Ehrlichman, because 
he had n. somewhat strained relationship with Kleindienst and I 
thought he would raise harnc that I did not have an assurance. from 
Kleindienst that he would take care of e,-erything. I di<l repo1t, ho-n-
ever, that I felt Petersen would handle this matter fairly and not pur
sue a wide-open inquiry into everythin 6 the '\\11ite House had been 
doing for 4 years. I made this statement not because of anything Peter
sen specifically said, as much as the impression he gave me that he 
realized the problems of a wide-open im-estigation of the 1'l1ite House 
in an election year. _ 

Returning now to the contents of )Ir. Hnnfs safe, it was mid-morn
ing on Tuesday, June 20, when the GSA men brought sereral cartons 
to my office, 1,hich contained the contents of Hnnfssafe. I hacl learned 
earlier that morning from Fielding that the boxes had been secured in 
Kehrli's office oYernight. F:ielding also reported that they hacl found a 
hand~nn in the safe, which Kchrli had diseng.1ged, a large briefcase 
containing electronic equipment, and a number of documents, some 
of which ·were classifil•d. I told Fielding I would like his assistance 
later that day in going through the material. 

,-

Duri11g the afternoon of the 20th. Fielding and I began going 
through the en.tons of Hunt's materials. I remember looking in the 
hriefcasl', which contained electronic equipment. I frankly do not 
know what it was it contained, but it contained loose wires, chapsticks 
for your lips with wires coming out of them and instrudion sheets 
for walkie-talkies. As I recall. there were also some antennas in there-

We then began sorting the documents. The bulk of the papers were 
classified cal~Ies from the State Department relating to the early years 
of the war m Yietnam. These were separntC'd out from the rest of 
the papers. The other papers I assumed related to Hunfs work at the 
1\nite House. Also, there were personal papers. I will attempt, to the 
best. of mv recollection. to describe the papers and cloc11ments th:1t 
were fom1d in thl' safe. I must point ont. howe,er, that I pcrsonalh
did not look at all the documents. rather it was a comhined C'ffort b,-
Fi<-'lding-and myself to drtermine what wns in Hunt's safe. • 

First. among his personal p:1pers "-ere copies of his snbmt'$5tons for 
his per clirm pay as a constilt:rnt, a frw tr.n-el yonchl"r... and an cnn'
lope contninin.~ rnatl'rials of n }H'rsonal nature rl'latiug- to his wifo. 

_\mong tltr pnpHs tltat I ass11111rd n•latt•cl to his,work at the ,Yhitc 
lfous,~ Wl'n~ 11m11t-ro11s nwmorandurn;; to ('hue~ ''('olson l"l'!!arc1in~ 
Hunt's assp:;srncnt of the plumbers unit operation and critic:ll of )fr_ 
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Krogh's ha.ndlillg of matters; n. number of material.;; rcI::-tting-to )fr. 
Daniel Ellsbcrg, such as news clippings and n. psychological study of 
Ellsbcrg which apparently had been prepared by someone who had 
never actually met or talked ·with :\fr. EllsLerg; a bogus cable-that is, 
other cables sp1 iced together into one cable rc.~arding the in ,·oh·ement 
of persons in the Kennedy administration in the fall of the Diem 
regime in Vietnam; ::i memorandum regarding some discussion :1bont 
the bogus ca.ble with Colson and ".:\Ir. 1.Villiam Lambert; some materials 
relating to an inYestigation Hunt had conducted for Colson at Chap
paquiciick, some materials rebting to the Pentagon Papers and a 
paperback book containing the pnblished Pentagon Papers. 

Upon examining the contents of the safe: I recall th:1t Fielding- and 
I c1iscussef1 our concern about the pub1ic impact some of these docu· 
ments migh~ b.ve if they became public, p:trticnlnrly in an election 
year. I requested that Fielding remove the politically sensiti \·e docu
ments from the others, which he did. The clas5ified State Dep1rtment 
cables were too bulky for my own safe, so I called Da\·id Y otmg and 
requested that he store them for me in his office. as I as5umecl at that 
time that they would probably be returned to the State Department. 
I told Young ·when he came to pick up the materials that they had 
come from Hunt's sa.fo and he should store them-all together-muil 
I told him what to do with them. _..\.ccordingly, ::\fr. Young took the 
State Department documents to his office. The large briefcase was 
stored in a locked closet in my office suite, and the politically sensitive 
documents ancl Hunt's personal papers were placed in a safo in my 
office. The remaining materials were left in the cartons on the floor in 
my office. 

I subsequently met with Ehrlichman to inform him of the contents 
of Hunt's safe. I gave him a description of the electronic equipment 
and told him about the bogus cable, the materials relating to Ell.sberg 
and the other politically sensitiYe documents. I remember well his in
structions: He told me to shred the documents and ::deep six" the brief-

L
ca~. I asked him what he meant by "deep six." He leaned back in his 
chair and said: "You dri,·e across the ri.-er on your w:ly home at 
night-don't you f' I said, yes. He said: ""'\Vell, when yon cross on•r 
the bridge on your way home, just toss the briefcase into the river." 

I felt very much on the spot, so I to1d him in a joking manner that 
I would bnn!r the materials onr to him and he could take care of 
them because.he also crossed the ri,·cr on his wayhome nt nir;ht. He 
said, no thank you, and I left his office and returned to my office. 

After lcaYing- Erlichman's office I thonc_-ht about what he had to1d 
mo to do and was very troubled. I raised it.with Field in~ and he shared 
my feelings that this would he an increc1ib1e :.1ction tn destroy pot<>nti;1.l 
edclcnce. I think )[r. Fielding apprPciated my quandary-"\\"hen Ehr
lichrnan said do something. he ex:pl'cted it to he done. I decided to think 
it o,·cr. I did take the hridcnse 011t of mv office bl'c:rnse the closet th!lt 
it was being- stored in \\as used bv the secr~r:1ries in th;:, office and 1 
did not h:n:c an a\·nilahle snfo to hold thi' large h,tl'fc:l;:t'. I \\·as nlso 
giving snious consideration to Ehrl ichmnn's instructions. Accordingl:Y. 
I pbc~'d tlil' LriPfrnsC' in the trnnk of m.,- l':1r. v·Jip1·p it 1·,,m:1im•d until 
I retnrn~d it to the office after I had n':1chcrl a dPcision that I co111d 
not follow Ehrlichm:rn's instrnrtion,;. Twill t'xphin in a few rninllft'3 
hnw I lwndkd tlw m:1terial in Hunt's sa fo, but he fore doin!! so, I 'Xnnld 
like to ron ti nue with the seq nrnce of 0n~nts.. · 
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)[r. E1rnLTCHi\t.\X. I take it, Senator. n.ncl here I am speculating, 
rankly spPc11btin;!. Herc\ an episode with .\[r. :'lfcCord. which comes 
<mt. through .\[r. JfcCord h~ck throu!!"h Caulfield to Dean. Sm,·, h0w 
dors .Tollll Dean jn,:;tify ha\ ·ing- sent )Ir. Caulfield to talk to .\kC0rd? 
J. don't know whether that is the explanation or not. but it certainly 

r
\:;l:. suggested to me as I watched .\Ir. Dean at this table spinning this 

Senator G1IR::-:EY. Let us :;o to another aren. which in\ ·oh-ecl you and 
)fr. Dean and that is the papers that were taken from Hunt's safe 
after it wa$ opened by Dean's peopll'. :::iome of tlH·se paJ>e1:;, n,:; you 
mow, were nry sensitin. Some ,,ere contained inn. briefca:Se of .\fr. 

Hunt's. The t1>stimony, of course: here is that Dean Imel a com ·ersation 
with you about this and you made some suggestions about disposing 
of the papers that were in the briefcase . .\Iy recollection is that .rnn 
nclvised .\Ir. Dean to deep-six these papers. ,Yould yon care to tell us 
about. this met:ti.ng1 

)Ir. EHP..r.rcmu~. That was a meeting, if I heard the testimony 
correctly. "hich was also attended by other people and should be 
susceptible of determination from independent witnesses. To correc.t 
an as.sumptiDn in your question, Senator: I did not know the contents 
of )Ir. Hunt·s safe except in the most general terms. I was told, and 
I can't say who told me-probably .\[r. Dean-that there was a pistol 
and a tape recorder and -a number of documents, some. of which had 
nothing to do with ,v-atergate but were very politically sensitive. 
No,,, that was the general description. I had no occasion to look at 
them, I never sa,, them except as a fe,, of them were sealed in an 
envelope and handed to Pat Gray. _ 

The conversation has to be weighed, the probability of such a con
versation where I said. run out and throw this in the river. has to be 
weighed against what I actually did, which I think the witnesses who 
were in the meeting on the 19th will tell you that I did. 

"\Ve had had a meeting for two purposes on the 19th, which included 
·Mr. Colson, )[r. Kehrli, staff secretary. and Ken Clan-son on the ·white 
House staff. The meeting was for, as I say, two purposes--one, to try 
to determine what the facts were about Howard Hunt:s employment 
status; which was very murky at that point in time, because of some 
lack of .documents or some confusion of documents, and things of that 
sort. 

The other purpose was to talk about what to do nbout this safe which 
had been found on the premises, and apparently had things in it that 

· related to Howard Hunt, -who was then, if not arrested, ut l_east a. prime 
suspect. 

The instructions which we agreed upon at that meeting- t\"ere that a 
number of people should be present. at the opening of t'hat safe. 1Ve 
knew we had to ha.ve somethin!! from the GS.A. because thev had to 
open the safe. But in addition to that. I specified to )fr-. Kehrli. being 
present, that )fr. Dean be present and take custody. Then I think )fr. 
Kehrli suggested that a Secret Servil~e agent be present under the cix-
cumstances, because we were breaking- into a safe in the 1Vhite House. 
And that was the arrangement that was agreed upon when we broke 
up on the 19th. 

)fy purpose in doin _g- that was twofold. One, this was a kind of 
extrnorclinary procedure and I thonght there ought to be pt'ople who 
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could, one, btl'r on tell what had happened; two, I ,tas concerned 
nbo~1t._t)1e custody o.f. thc:;e_ documents. thP chain of evidence, ~he per
fcct1b1hty of proof 1t the tun~ crime and there ,wt-c documents m tnere 
that bore on )Ir. Hunt's liabilitv. . 

So that was done, and it was done, I believe, that same day or that 
e\·ening. 

Senator GcnxEY. Yes. 
Mr. E1mucrnux. Xow, it seems to me that it wonl<l hn.ve been folly 

for me nt some later time, then, to su.rrgest that the briefcase be thro~n 
into the floodtide of the Potomac or that these papers be thrown in 
the ri\·er, or something of this kind. 

~ow, there was in this story also the suggestion of shredding. I don·t 
thrnk in m,· lifo thn.t I han• Stl!?!:Csted to anvboch- that n. document be 
shredded. Shredding is jnst not"something 'that ·1 ha.-e e,·er 1-c:sorted 
to under any circumstances. nor proposed to anybody un<ler any cir
cumstances. As I said. we ham a great clispos.tl system at the "\Yhite 
House. If yon really want to g:!.'t rid of a document, you put it in a 
burn bag and yon seal it up and it's ne,·er opened again, and it goe·s 
into a forruce and that is the encl of it. 

Senator Gcr.xET. But to !!et back to this second meeting- -when .John 
Dean comes to you and tells you. we have got some p1;e-tty sensitirn 
papers here, and as he all<.>!!eS. yon say, well, deep-six this briefcase. 
"\Yhat's :rourtestimonv on that ·? 

)fr. Em:LIGH)L\X. I did not.. I ha,·e no recollection of that 1...-ind of 
r. cml\"ersation. 

Senator Gr-RXEY. Did yon make any other suggestion to him that 
he dispose of these papers in any other way? 

)[r. E1mLTCIDL\X. "\Ve discnssecl what to .do about some papers 
which he told me ahont in the s,1fc which realh· shonld not be leaked. 
Ag-ain, ,,c han• to come back to our FBI probiem. And he was genu
inely concerned and when he exnlninecl it to me. I shared his concern, 
thnt .·if these documents were simpl,· wholesaled to the "\Yashington 
field office. the FRI, we wonld be tl'acling about. it. in Time magazine in 
Yer'\· short order. 
"Senator GrnxF.Y. Xow you arP t.1lking abont the ones that- were 

turned o\·er to Gray? . · . 
·)fr. E1m1,rcroux: .\nd so )fr. DC'an came up with this idea, turn

!ng them on•r to Pat Gray personally. And I certainly concurred in 
1t. I thought flrnt "as an ide:11 snlntion to the problem. 

Senator GFRXEY. Diel that come up in this meeting when snpposedh· 
the clC'c>n-six con,·ersation came np? ~ · · 

)fr. Em:LICll)L\X. 1,·ell. I g.1therrcl that that. mPeting-was snppo~d 
to h:we ht>Pll the meetin~r w hrn ) r r. Kl•h di an1l the othl.'1~ were there'. 
It. wonld ham 11Pcess:1ril:i,· been nt th:u mt'etin/!. because the die was 
rast therra.fter. Yon know. tin' :2t) bishops h,H1 v,itn!'55ecl the openin!,!' 
of the safo nt this point. So it had to he that mee-tinfr. 

Xow, -I do not know what rneetin~ he is referring to. 
SC'nator (}c."1lXEY. I think he s:1icl it. ·"as the ~1st. 
)(r. Em:Lw1nc.,x. Thr 21st. 
I met with )Ir. DPan on tlw ~1;:;t in th.:- aftt•rnoon. Thl~ onh· thing 

that . I can s:iv to vo11 is th:1t I l'l'rtainh· " ·onld not h:n·e and tlid IH)t 
propose the de5tri1dion of those dot'lll;1ents. 
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Senator Gtm:-EY. ,Yell, let us get, then to-that is clear enough. 
Let us get to the Gr:ty p;ipers. As I nnderstancl your· tc;;timony now, 
)fr. Dean did raise th!'se sensitive papers. If they were just filc<l away 
in the FBI regular files and somebody got to them, why, it would 
be very embarrassing to a lot of people. · 

:Mr. Em:LICIDL\:-.-. That is what he said. 
Senator G-c;nsEY. ,vhat happened to tlmse papers? Tell your \·ersion 

of the story from his first telJing you that the.se wL'rc scnsitirn papers 
to where he tells you something different about them? 

Mr. Eu.r.LICH:lL\::-.. He agonized for several days about what to do 
with this situation. I was not inrnh-ed in a lot of corn·ersations with 
him about it. He was gone a couple of days during this interrnl because 
the river v.as flooding on account of A~nes hurricane. His house \\"llS 

near the river and so he was just out of the play for a couple of days 
during- thn.t particular time. He was moving his furniture up and put-
ting un s::rndba!!'S and whatnot. · · 

So };e cume back from that interlude and said he thought he had an, 
idea as to how to solve this problem and that would be to deli\·er these 
documents in two parcels.-one parcel to the field office and the other 
parcel to Pat Gray. I certain}~- concurred in that suggestion. It seemed 
to me like a good way of making sure that the documents did not leak 
as long as :\Ir. Gray held on to them. -

Senator Gur.:xEY. This was his suggestion to turn them over to 
Grav? 

:Mr. EHnuc1nu:x. Yes, sir. 
Senator GLRXF.Y. And then what happened~ 
:Mr. EnRuc1nux. Then, I said that either I would get :.Ir. Grav to 

come over. but I think what I said to him was ::\Ir. G'i:a...-was con1ina 
o\·er that day for another appointment and why didnit'he just bring 
them over when Pat Grav was there and deliwr them to him. so two 
of us could s:i.r that the defo·ery had been made and we would put an 
encl to this e,·identiary chain. so to speak. 

._ ___ ., Senator GuR:-.-F.Y. I understand that he did come over nnd he did 
bring the documents and Gray and he and you were there. Then, what 
happened? 

:\[r. EHRLICIDL\X. w·e were there. He said, "Pat, I would like to 
~i\"C )·on these." The sense of it was that these were contents of Hunt's 
safe that were politically sensiti\-e and that we just could not stand to 
luwc them leaked. I do not know "hethcr he had talked to Gr:n- bf:'forc 
or not. because Gray seemed to understand the settin.!! and the prC'mise. 
so to speak. And he turned the documents m·er to him and ,John Dean 
thC'n left. 

Senator G1:.:ii:-.-F.Y. Did '\·ou sax nothing during this ,,hole meeting? 
)fr. Enm,ICI-I:\L\X. I probably chimed in f)fi the snbject of leaks. 

which wtls then kind of a-was a theme that I was hittin):!" with ::.\Ir. 
Grav right. alon!!. And as I haw testified before. I do not recall the 
snecific lang-nage that was nsed'! The SC'llSe of the CO!l\"et"5ation between 
the thrC'e of us. which was not a Ion!! eonwrsation. was that the pnrpm,e 
of Pat Gr:n- taking dPli\·er_\· of th1~:-C' was to ayoid the IL'ak problem 
which all of HS reco!!nized that tlw FRI was h:wing. 

Senator Grn~F.Y. 1Yell. I ;;epm to recall then; wns :::onw rC'stimonY 
about. to Gray ln· somPotH'. t•ithPr D0a11 or YOH, that these <loc-1rnwnts 
shoultl np,·rr ;L'P the lif!ht of day. D,> you 1w·a 11 that·? 
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since tho President, in his )fay 22 speech specificall.rsays he tolrl both 
yon and :\Ir. Haldeman that he mis concerned a:bont the CIA problems 
and asked vou to see to it that the inve stis1tion did not uncover these 
things, on fho 20th when you met with the · President. did the President 
give you snch instructions or raise tl1ese questions ,Yit.h yon? 

)fr. ErrnucH:.\L\.X. Xo. Those inscrnctions came throu'.!h }[r. Halde
man ancl were given to me I think the morning of the <lu.y of the meet
ing which would have been the 23d. 

)Ir. DASH. So actualiv the President's statement on )fav 22 that he 
instruet+,d )fr. Ehrlichman and )fr. Haldeman, really shonlcl have 
been. he instructed )fr. H ~1ldeman? 

::\fr. EilRLICIDL\~. "'\\~ ell, no. because he instructed me to attend the 
meeti n,:: but he instructed me through )fr. Haldeman and a great 
many of my reque.sts from the Pre&ident wonld come either from the 
staff Sceretary or from Mr. }faldem:rn or possibly someone els~. It 
was not nlwaYs face to face. 

lli. D.\sH." Now, )Ir. Hunt's safe was opened on the evening of 
,June rn -according: to the testimony received and :\Ir. Dean met with 
you on June 21. }fr. Dean has testified that prior to that meeting he 

. had examined the contents of the safe which were placed in his office 
and ·at this ti.me, did he inform you of the contents of the safe on the 
21st1 

Mr. EHRLICH)IAX. Well, your question, of course, assumes thn.t irr. 
Dean knew the contents of the safe. I have heard himtestifr both wa-rs. 
Maybe I am wrong, but I thought his testimony was th,1t he did not 
know the contents of the sa.fe1 but that :.Jr. Fielding had inspected 
the contents of the safe. 

I r~all only one conversation with 1Ir. Dean about the contents of 
the safe in any sort of descriptive terms and I am sorry I cannot tell 
you whether it was on that occasion or the following week, but what 
he described for me was simply that there had been papers, a gun, some 
electronic equipment of some kind which I have hen.rd described 
variously as a tape recorder and other kinds of electronic equipment, 
and that he reported to me that Fielding felt that some oi the papers 
were very politically sensitive. 

Now, that was the full report, and when he gave that to me, whether 
it was the end of the week of the 10th or some time at the beginning of 
the week of the 26th, I am not able to te1l you. 

)fr. DASH. Did he not, when he reported to you :tbout the contents of 
the safe, indicate. it also included a forged cable inrnh-i.ng President 
Kennedy and the so-called Diem assassination 1 

Mr. EHRLICIDL\~. No; he did not. 
Mr. DASH. Now, }fr. De:i.n has testified. and whether it was on this 

day when he repo:-ted to you on the contents or at a. bter day. that ,Then 
he told you nbout the contents with regard to the briefrase. which ap
parently had sonrn eledronic equipment in it, th:1t you said or told 
him to dee-p-six the contents. 

Now. did yon tell him to deep-six the cont<'nts when he gaxe yon a 
· clescri pt.ion of the contents oft hP safe? 

)fr. Em:r.w1nr.\:s. "·ell. I tr:'ititietl in re:::ponst> to Si.>1utot· Gurnry's 
question on that. In point of fad, }fr. Dash. what )fr. Dt>an tL'.:-tiliNl 
to hrre. yo11 :i.re confusing orn' of his-on£> of his pn'=i:S h':tks with his 
testimony, I think. He trstifiell here that I told him to get rid of the 
brie fcasc, not the contents. 
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You probably read in one of the news mafrazincs the oth~r Yersion1 

but the fact is that I never ga,-e him :my suggestiori .or direction to do 
either one. 

)fr. D.\SH. I think )fr. Dean did testify to deep-six the briefcase 
ancl certainly not t.1.kc the contents out before he decp-sixed it. But 
you say you never ga. rn him that instruction? 

)Ir. EHRLICH'.\1.\X. Xo, sir. 
Mr. DASH. Do ,ou use the term deep-six? 
:Mr. Ema,ICR)c.\·x. Do I use it? 
)Ir. DAsH. Yes. · 
)[r. EuP..LIC:U)L-tX. 1V'ell, I used it quite a bit since it was sugge~d 

tome. 
:\Ir. DasH. Prior to that? 
llr. E:rrPJ...ICH)UX. Prior to that I do not think that '\'\US a familiar 

part of my lexicon. 
~Ir. D,\SH • .Apparently Dean did not seem to understand eithec what 

mu meant and when asked. is it his testimonv that ,ou mentioned the 
fact he goes ornr the bridge and he could diop it into the water. Do 
you reeall that testimony? ·. 

:Mr. EuP..LICHlu.x. No. I recall some testimony--oh, do I recall the 
testimony? 

Mr. DASH. Yes. 
l\Ir. EHRLicroux. Yes. I recall hearing- him sav that here. 
Mr. DASH. And do you recall having told him that 1 
Mr. EnRLICIDux. No; I did not tell him that. I do recall a con,er

sation with )fr . . Dean about the river because just. at this time )fr; 

Dean's house was in the process of being flooded by the Potomac, and 
we had quite a bit of discussion about the fad that he was a"\Tay from 
work several days, sandbagging his house and IDO\'ing the furniture. 
and so on, and we were discussing that in the conte:--..-t of his hanng held 
this material from the FBI for what he was concerned might be con
sidered to be an inordinate period of time. 

:Mr. DASH. And so he may have gotten mixed up in your question 
about the house and the river-- · 

[Laughter.] · 
Mr. EHRLICH")L.\X. No. 
Mr. DASH [ continuing]. With the contents? 
l\fr. EHRLICH:lL\X. No. I do not think that :Mr. Dean is at all mu:ed 

up. I think he knows exactly what he is trying to do. 
Mr. DASH. He is trying to testify. 
Now, Mr. Fielding testified in the depositibns in the Democratic 

National Committee suit on )fa, 15. 1973. It was )[r. De:1n's testimonv 
before this committee that afterhe alleged-- : 

Mr. Em:LICH°lD.X. )Ir. Fielding testified that it was ")fr. Dea.n's 
testimony? 

Mr. DASH. Xo, no. I h:n·e not finished my question. p1ease. 
l\Ir. Em~uc1nux. 1Vell. I am already mixed up. Could we start 

oved 
l\fr. DASH. Yes. )h-. Dean testified after Yon had instmctecl him to 

deep-six or drop thl' briPfr:1se in the watei·. th:1t he ,w1:t to see. )fr. 
Ficldin.~ and n'ported h:ick to )fr. Fil'lding- that that w;1s the instruc
tion they were concernt"'tl aboi:t. primarily because too m:my people 
had actually seen what hncl come out of the safe. 
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No,,. )fr. Fielding has !::'l\"l'n his deposition in the Democratic Xa.
tional Committee su:t on )fav l;".i, l~i3. an<l lct me read you whn.t :\Ir. 
Fielding statl'S in that dcposi"tion. · . · . . 
. In a q1~cstion concerning the conYcrs:i.t10n he had with ?.Ir. Dean, his 

answet· was: 
I wnulcl say it was clo~er to the 20th thao the 27th. I am afraid I cannot really 

pinpoint it much more than that. In the course of the conver,;ations th:1t we had. 
J'ohn ind:cated that there ,;as a lot of cooc;:,m a!Jout this material anrl we had 
a discu!'Si()n about it. I wou!d ha,·E:: said this is not a quote, that it wo11ld be 
cnfortu:ute if some or trJ::1 stull: leaked out or is re,·ealed to the press . By the 
same tok~n, it nil has to be turned o, ·er. It is all evidence, e~eo thom;h ob,·iously, 
sooe of it is totally unr e!:lted to the break-in. In the context of that kind of con
,ers:i.tion. 11r. Dean inclicate<l to me that :\Ir. Ebrlichman bad susgeste<l to ltim 
t.;:is ~..s in the conte:s:t of a con,ersatioo about a briefcase, that be cleep,si.l: the 
briefcase. 

~ow~ this is )Ir. Fielding's deposition recalling what )Ir. Dean told 
him. 

Xow, I just raise that to you on the basis that )[r. Dean testified 
that he ha.d gone back to tell )Ir. Fielding that you had told him that 
and )Ir. Fielding has so deposed that he has. 

Mr. EHRLIC:IDL\X. Well, )Ir. Dash, it is perfectly silly to suggest 
that I would go to the elaborate lengths that I did in making sure that 
the Secret Service and Kehrli and the GSA and someboch- from Dean's 
office was present at the opening of the safe and that . I {,ould gi,e in
structions for taldng custody of the contents and then make n. sug
gestion like that. I mean, I think you ham to give me credit for un
derstanding the import:mce of evidence in a case of this l'"ind and I did 
understand that and on the 19th made darn sure that that evidence was 
preserved in a way that if there were a subsequent trial~ the evidence 
could be identified and placed in evidence carefully. 

Mr. D,\SH. It was ;.fr. Dean's testimonv that he had to so instmct 
you that that was the problem, that so many people had seen it that 

._ ___ ·~would be inach'"isable to do it. 
l\:fr. EHRLICH:\r..1x. "\Yell, why don't yon ask )[r. Colson, :\fr. Kehrli, 

and :\Ir. Clawson, who were also at that meetinrr. who it was that estab
lished the process by which the integrity of that e,-iclence would be 
preserred, and then perhaps yon will get some independent view of it. 

35 -7 80 0 • 74 - 22 

l\Ir. DAsH. Is it not trne that you did seek to ask )[r. Cla n-~on and )fr. 
Colson certainly by n. telephone call concerning "hether or not yott 
hacl made such a statement to )fr. Dean? And you ham copies-I am 
now referri~g- to a tr::mscript of a telephone call that yon had "·ith )[r. 
9Iawson wh1ch_your att?rney has provided under subpenn. to us. There 
1s no date on tlus transcnpt. · 

l\fr. E1-mr..rc1oux. There is a date on mine. 
Mr. D_\SH. No date on mine. "\Vlmt date do vou ha,e ·1 
l\Ir. Ennr.rcn1ux . . April 17. • 
l\Ir. DASH. April 17 does appear on the Colsontr:rnscript. Xow--· 
}fr. Enm.ICIDL\X. For some reason they ex:cisecl the ,bte from yom" 

copy . 
. :\fr. D.,su. Xow._I will rl'::Hi this_telephone coin-ersation ~ncl a;:;k th~\t 
it he made part of the record. It. 1,-;;hort and I ean re:Hl 1t but I \\"Ill 
refer prininrih- to where yon wrrc a~kin~ )fr. Chrn·son to rPl':tll being
at a meeting a;1d where tlie quc:3tion of Hunt's safe had been tliscu&;ed 
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Indistinct document retyped by 
House Judicia~ Committee staff 

Portion of handwritten notes (John Dean Camp David report) 

him to the office & take the contents. After 
opening the safe BK & FFF boxed the contents 
& sent them to BK's office for safe keeping. 
They boxes were delivered to my office 
the next morning. 

DEAlljin & out 
/IJWD & FFF went through the material/\ There 
were three items that I considered very [word unclear]. 
(1) Electronic Equipment. (2) Pol. [word unclear] memos un 
related to the W/G. (3) the fact that there was 
a gun & bullets 

in the heat of concern 
III reported what was found in e safe to 

JE & Colson. It was suggeste that I 
"deep-six" the material, but I said I was 
unwilling to do that. I express concern for 
our tampering with the evidence and that we 
should merely hold it in my office because 
no one had requested it. I discussed this 
with FFF & he agreed [four words struck] 
said I would be [word unclear] to destroy evidence. 
Accordingly the contents we kept in my office. 
No [word unclear] was made, but my office is s~cure 
so I just left it in boxes, [word unclcnrl for 
classified cables which I haa stored in a 
safe. 

Indistinct document retyped by 
House Judiciary Committee staff 
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28. On June 22, 1972 FBI agents interviewed Charles Colson in the 

EOB. John Dean was present. When the agents inquired about Howard 

Hunt's office in the EOB, Dean told them either that he would have to 

~ 
check out whether Hunt had an EOB office or that the request to see 

Hunt's office would have to be checked out. 
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28.1 CHARLES COLSON DRAFT STATEMENT, SEPTEMBER 1973, 1, 10 

Q.2~n1_n~ Statement of Charles H. Colson 
Before Select Com~itt e c on Presidential 

Camoaign Activities, United Stat es Sen a te 

I appreciate the opportunity to present this opening 

statement to your Committee. I shall first attempt to the best 

of my recollection to recount ray knowledge of the events 

surrounding the Watergate Affair. 

I will also attempt, if I may, to give this CoT.mittee 

some insight into the mood and atmosphere which existed in 

the White House during the . Nixon years. I have :folln,,,ed your 

proceedings to date; it is clear that you are seeking to deter

mine not only \)hat in £act happened, but why and how these 

things could have happened. 

AS TO THE FACTS: 

I first heard that there had been a burglary at the 

Democr2.tic ·Na tional Co:r:mittee h~aciquarters on the radio. It 

,-~2;;.: S21:=urda.y, Jur1e 17, '..972. I thocght it Has n8 more thar.. an 

ordinary ~urgl~ry -- one m~re addition to the D" C. crime 
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that their proposals, whatever they were, be considered. T.1ere 

~,;as no discussion that I can recall of Hhat it was that they 

w2re planning to do other th an the fact that I have the distinct 

impression that it involved security at the convention and/or 

gathering intelligence during the Democratic National Convention." 

As I recall, the meeting lasted no more than five 

minutes. The event had no significance in my mind insofar as 

Watergate was concerned until I learned this year for the first 

time what the plan in fact involved and of the meetings involving 

Mr. Mitchell, Mr. Magruder and others. 

~ On June 21, I suggested to Mr. Dean that I give a 

I statement to the FBI. I believed if I were to give a formal, 

sworn statementastomy own lack 0£ knowledge .or involvement, 

the fact of having done so might help to stem the flow of 

adverse publicity. I do not knoH \-?hether it \~as as a result 

of my request, but shortly thereafter, Dean told me to come 

to his office for an interview Hith two FBI agents. I was 

questione·d in the presence of Hr. Dean. 

On August 28, again accompanied by Dean, I gave 

a deposition to Mr. Silbert for the Grand Jury then invcsti-
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r 

CoLSON's FBI lNTmvmw 

To the best of my recollection it was on J unc 20 or 21, that Colson 
told me in a casuai conversation in the hall outside his office about an 
incident that he thought was painfully humol'ous. He told me that a 
ruember of his staff, .Mr. Douglas Hallett, had au office in the same 
suite with .Mr. Hunt, and Hallett was talking with a. wire service re
porter while Hunt was in the other office. Colson said to me something 
to the effect: "Can you believe what a story that reporter might have 
had if Hunt had come walking out of his office while Hallett was being 
interviewed ~" 

Colson gave me the impression that this incident had occurred on 
June 17 or 19, but I do not recall which. However, I do recall Colson 
telling me that it had occurred, as Colson was very concerned about 
his relationship with Hunt. 

To the best of my recollection the FBI contacted me during the 
morning of June 22 and requested an interview with Colson. I so in
formed Colson, and an interview was arranged for that day. Colson 
said that he wanted me present when he was interviewed and also 
wantM to meet with me prior to the intervie,v. He was insistent that 
I be present because he was concerned that the FBI report of the inter
view might not be accurate and he wanted someone else to attest to his 
story. 

Colson came to my office shortly before the scheduled meeting with 
the FBI. He said that he did not wish to get into unrelated matters 
and he said again that he had no information regarding the '\Vater
gate. I told him I presumed that the agents would only be interested in 
his knowledge about the Watergate and his relationship with Hunt. 

The agents arrived, identified themselves, and somewhat to my sur
prise, gave Colson a warning of his rights, which he waived. I believe 
the committee has access to Mr. Colson's FBI interview, which was 
rather brief, Colson imparted very little information to them. 

[The document referred to was marked exhibit No. 34-16.*] 
Mr. DEAN. I did not interject myself into the interview at any time, 

but did make some rough notes of items covered. In fact, I belieYe this 
was the only interview where I made any notes at all. I made these 
notes because Colson had expressed his concern before the interview 
regarding someone later being able to attest to his story. 

I have submitted to the committee the very rough notes, which have 
also been transcribed from my handwriting-the rough notes that I 
hastily jotted down during the interview, and find them very revealing 
.in light of the statement that was made during the nomination hear
ings of :Mr. Patrick Gray for the FBI directorship, and would like to 
digress for a moment regarding the comment that was made during 
those hearings that "Dean probably lied" to the FBI as to whether 
Hunt had an office in the White House. 

DEAN PROBABLY LIED 

During the interview of Mr. Colson on June 22, the agents asked 
him if Mr. Hunt had an office in the '\Vhite House. Colson responded 
that he thought Mr. Hunt 'had an office in the EOB, but he did not 

•see p. 1160. 
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know where it was located. This question came up about midway 
through the interview and was not, as I recall, pursued further at that 
point by the agents, other than a question to me as to whether it would 

U
be possible to get the room number. I said yes. At the end of the inter
view and as the agents were departing, they asked me if they could 
ee-not whether l\Ir. Hunt had-rather whether thev could see :'.\Ir. 

Hunt's office right then. I told them I would have to check it out and 
o-et back to them. 
- Those are the facts as I remember them. and Colson happened to 

stop by my office on the day that Gray said I probably lied. I asked 
Colson for this recollection of the matter and he stated that he remem
bered it as I had remembered it. At that time I had forgotten that I 
had made the notes during Co1son's inten-iew, which c1earl:v reflected 
that Colson had stated during the interdew that Hunt had an office in 
the Wnite House. A few davs after Colson's interview I called the 
arre::1ts a.,,.d told them I had the materials from Hunt's office and would 
get the material to them shortlv. 

I learned after Mr. Gray made his statement duriing his nomination 
hearing that he based his conclusion on a report, written by the agents, 
some 7 months after the incident. When I talked with Grav about the 
matter during- his nomination hearings and he info1,med me that he 
did not feel he could retract the statement without creating more 
problems, I told him that I did not think that the agents involved 
should be brought iinto the matter because I was sure that thev had 
honestly reported the matter as they had remembered it. I had dealt 
with the agents involved on seYeral occasions and felt that they had 
called ,it the way they had remembered it, so I let the matter drop and 
decided that I ·would just have to take the rather unpleasant heat 
and live with it. 

l\fr. Chairman. this could be a point where I could summarize part 
of this statement regarding handling of the FBI interview with the 
"\Yhite Hou se and just merely state generally that they follow a wry 
similar pattern. 

Senator Em'lx. That would be all right if vou could indicate for the 
committee the pages on which the statement's are made that >·on sum
marize so we can haYe those pages printed in full in the body of the 
record. 

:'.\[ r. DEAx . .All right. sir. I will summarize beginning' at the bottom 
of page 6~ throusrh 66 and merelv note to the committee that the 
handlinrr of the FBI interYiew·s nt the "\Yhite House followed the 
nattern · that had first been established bv the interdew with )Ir. 
Colson. I clc>ared this proceclnre ,,ith Jir. Ehrlichman. He felt it was 
a good idea I ,,as there. I was there>· when he was present or when 
110 \Yas inten·ic>,recl and I think that th e material is self -exnlnnatorv 
ns to any questions that the committee might h:n-e regarding those 
i11te1Tiews. 

(h:xrn.\L H .\xouxa OF FRI I:--n::nnEws .\T THE "\Ynrn: Hor::.E 

.:\s nrr,·ionsh· indic:1tPcl th P first person to he intrrYic>wc>d at 
the "'hitt , H011Sl' ln- the FBI ,n s Colson nnrl Colson ha fl insistNl 
thnt I l)i, prPsPnt during his interdew arn1 rennrstPct I re,·iew 
tlw rnnttPr with him prior to hi s intP1Tiew. The Colson intP1TiMY 
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EXHIBIT No. 34-16 

# HOW DID HUNT COME TO STAFF? 

CC AS A CONSULTANT. I KNEW HIM. PENTAGON PAPERS NEEDED SO.MEON£ 

TO REVII:\V . . KNEW THAT HE WAS CAPAJ3LE. 

# HOW DID YOU KNOW HIM? 

CC SOCIAL 

# ASSOCIATED WITH CIA? 

CC ·· NO 

f . POIN! THAT WORKED ON DECLASSIFICATION PROJECT -- WHO? 

CC .DAVID YOUNG 

i STATUS·: CC SAID ADVISED IN MARCH THAT :ms OFFICE ADVISED IDM 

NOT USING HUNT. 

f HUNT HAD OFFICE IN WHITE HOUSE 

i DO YOU KNOW A MISS HASTINGS -' NO 

.t DO YOU KNOW CADDY - NO 

f DO YOU KNOW ARRESTED INDMDUALS - NO 

i · AIJ'RED BALDWIN - NO 

f . DID YOU HIRE HUNT FOR SPECIFIC JOB - NO 

# DO YOU KNOW WHO FINANCED HUNT? - ONLY SALARY HERE,. 

MULLEN & BOOKS 

WORKED YOUR OFFICE RE LEAKS - NO 
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Senfitor BYRD. \'v1iat would be the necessity of continuin~ to meet 
and talk with l\Ir. Ehrlichman after you hacl had the initial discu ssion 
with him to proceed? · 

:\Ir. GRAY. I don't know, and I am not going to go down that path 
until I can review my appointment records and review my recollection. 
I won't say I met with him 6, 8, 12 times, until I know. It may be less. 
But I am talking from recollection. 

· Senator BYRD. Can You indicate also for the record the content of 
the discussions that to~k place in each of those meetings? 

:\Ir. GRAY. To the best of my recollection, yes, I will. 
Senator BYRD. The dates and ,vhether or not anvone else was 

present, what you discu ssed in each instance? • 
:\Ir. GR_.\.Y. "\'\nether it was by telephone, whether it was by meetings. 
Senator BYRD. In the material that you supplied for the committee, 

page .5.3 there was included a letterhead memo dated July 21, 1972, 
t ha t you prepared at the request of and sent to John Dean, counsel 
to (he President. On page 10 of that memo, you state: 

It wa.s determined from :.\Ir. J ohn Dean that the personal effects of Everette 
Howard Hunt had been rem oved from Hunfs office in the Executive Office 
Building and brought to his, DE>an '::i office. Thi::i materia\ which was turned over 
t o the FBI on June 27, 1972, included ancillary equipment for the transceivers 
and other equip ment identical to items known to have been purchased by James 
,valter ::\IcCord, Jr, 

1V1rnt were the circumstances involved in 1Ir. Dean turning over 
the equipment in l\Ir. Hunt's office 10 <lays after the break in? 

::\Ir. GP~<\Y. This came up as a re sult of agents' d esiring to fin<l out 
whether or not :\Ir. Runt had an office there. :\fr. Dean said that he 
would lrn.ve to check whether or not :\Ir. Hunt ha<l an office there and 
would ascertain that. 

Indeed, at this point in time, the White House records indicated 
that Howard Hunt had censed his employment as of .:\farch 29, 1972. 

"\Ye had previously ascertained that fact. Later we ,rnre deli\-ered 
these materials and an inventory was made of these materials that 
were delivered to us. Included among those rnaterin.ls were a gun, 
electronic equipment tying in Hunt with the type of electronic equip
ment that was possessed by Mr. l\IcConl, and top secret materials 
involving South Vietnam dispatches. 

Senator BYRD. Did Mr. Dean volunteer this evidence? 
::\Ir. GRAY. We reallv didn't ask him for it. l,e didn't ask for a 

search warrant because at that point in time, ,vhen we were talking 
with Mr. Dean, we really didn't know what we were looking for. 
·· ·\Ve didn't ask for a search ,Yanant bec1rnse we couldn't specify 
with particularity what we ,vanted. \Ve didn't know. 

Senator BYRD. I noted the FBI interdewed )fr. Dean on June 27; 
.is this when the evidence was turned over? 
· ).Ir. GRAY. The evidenc e, as I recall, was turned o,-er on June 26. 
Yes, this rnnt eriul was furni:shed to us on the morning of June 26, 1972. 

· Senator BYRD. You ha,-e indicated that there w~15 electronic bugging 
equipment llll(l there wa s a gun invoh ·ed. 

Wh,tt oth er eYi<lence was turned o,·er to the FBI at this time by 
:\Ir. Dean·? 

).Jr. GR.\Y. I would ha,·c to go to the inventory. There w11s a two
·pagc im·entory, as I recall. It i:s an exhibit to our :mmmill'y, nnd I 
will produce th1t t. lt is a rn thcr extensi vc in .en tory. 
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Senator Bnm. The next da_y 1fr. Dean called yon at 10 ::2.i a.m., rc
gat ·<ling ieaks concern ing material <lei i n'rccl to tile FBI. '\rlrn.t particu
lar icak and what specitic m:iterial did he !uH"e jn mind? 

.. Ur. GR.\ Y. He was calling me then abo,tt tlio;.;e rnmors that were 
contiuuing, as he pnt it, to the effect that the FBI was clrngging- its 
feet in this investigation aucl that n. gun had been found in :\Ir. Hunfs 
effects. This was the subject of that call, as best as I can recollect it: sir. 

Senator BYRD. On the same afternoon at -± ::-}5 vou called him. You 
state vou have no recollection of the substance o"'f that call. Could it 
have been with respect to :\Ir. Hunt's properties?_ 

Jir. GR.n-. Xo, I do not think it was. I covered that pretty thor
oughly in that rooming call. That is why I am sure it isn't. I have 
tried to remember it. It could have been on leaks, it could have been 
on toll call records, or it could have been on witness internew ·s, but I 
·ust don't know. . 

Senator Bxnn. Going back to )Ir. Dean, when he indicated that he 
would have to check to see if Mr. Hunt had an office in the Old 
Exrcntive Office Building: he lied to the agents; didn :t he? 

}fr. GR ,\ Y. I would say looking back on it now and exhaustively 
analvzinz the minute details of this investigation, I would have to 
conclude ~that that probablv is correct, yes, sir. 

Senator Bn.o . Now, you just conclude that at this point. 
How about on the 27th, the clay after--
)Ir. GRAY. No, sir. No, sir, there were none of us that discussed it in 

that time frame. "\Ve did not even consider it. "\Ye didn't think about it. 
Senator BYRD. I cannot for the life of me, with all due respect to 

you, imagine how these things would not have occurred to you in the 
face of the chain of events that are on the record. 

Mr. GP~\Y, "\Ve are looking at it in hindsight, Senator Byrd. 
Senator BYRD. I ain talking about the 27th-looking back on the 

19th and the 22d of ,June. 
:\fr. GnAY. I think you have to place it in the proper perspecti.e as 

we looked at it with a fast moving, fast-paced invesforation. with 
events and reports and details coming in. I am saying to you that it 
did not occur to us then. "\Ve were concerned at the time about the 
chain of custody. There is no question about that. 

Senator BYRO. -:\Ir. Grav. hindsight is a ver,; useful agent. Lefs 
take hindsight for a moment. You indicated thni )[r. Dem1 probably 
lied to the FBI agents as you now look back. yet yesterday yon said 
you would continue to send to him raw FBI files if he requested them. 
"\Vby would you now continue to send raw FBI files to an indh-iclnal 
who probably lied, to use your words, to an FBI agent? 

)[r. GRAY. 1.Vell, Senator Byrd, I think that you ham got to realize 
once a/!ain that I am a Bureau Chief in an executive department of the 
GO\·ernment. that I han• to take orders from someboch-, that I do 
!eport to somebody. that I am just not out there in the ope·n. you know, 
md ependent and doing exactly as I please: and that man is Coun sel 
to the Presid ent of the United States. 

Senator B-rno. I recognize all this. 
:\Ir. GRAY. I think you know that his first duh·-I "·ottlcl likl'. if I 

may , to let the recorci clrarly show that I ha,·e testified that his first 
duty was to the President of tlw United States i11 connedion \Yith the 
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29. On or about June 22, 1972 Acting FBI Director L. Patrick Gray 

met with John Dean. Gray told Dean the FBI had discovered that a 

$25,000 check drawn by Kenneth Dahlberg and four checks totalling 

$89,000 drawn on a bank in Mexico City payable to Manuel Ogarrio had 

been deposited in a Miami, Florida bank account of Bernard Barker, 

one of the persons arrested on June 17, 1972 at the DNC headquarters 

in the Watergate. Gray and Dean discussed the FBI's alternative 

theories of the Watergate case, including the theory that the break-in 

was a covert operation of the CIA. Either that same day or the following 

morning Dean reported to Haldeman on his meeting with Gray, and 

Haldeman in turn transmitted the essence of the report to the President. 

Page 
29.1 L. Patrick Gray log, June 22, 1972 (received 

from SSC) .• ...•.•...............•.....................•.. 338 

29.2 L. Patrick Gray testimony, 9 SSC 3451 ••••••••••.••••••••• 339 

29.3 John Dean testimony, 3 SSC 942-43 •••.•••••.•••.•••••••.•• 340 

29.4 

29.5 

29.6 

29.7 

'Memorandum from C. W. Bates to Charles Bolz, 
June 22, 1972, 1-2 (received from SSC) ••••.••••••••••••• 342 

II 

Telegram from FBI Washington Field Office to 
L. Patrick Gray, June 22, 1972, 1-2 (received from SSC) •• 346 

H. R. Haldeman testi~ony, Subconnnittee of the Senate 
Appropriations Committee, Hearings on Purported 
Attempt to Involve the Central Intelligence Agency 
in the Watergate and Ellsberg Incidents, Executive 
Session, May 31, 1973, 360-61 ••••••••••••.•••••••••.••••• 348 

\ 
H. R. Haldeman testimony, 8 SSC 3040 ••.•.••••••••••••.••• 350 

(337) 



1972 , 

)11 ilj ~ ; __,/{,.y-J ! ,- ·-'-----y~ I 
C>ATC _,:,'J!./_;_:;_ • r " :, -') .::__.,u, / '7 7. > 

29.1 L. PATRICK GRAY LOG, JUNE 22_, 

J • -----,-----------------.---,---------------,----! 
1 ~·-=-:~ -::J:i•r j VIA /,cllon Jodlal:; r -----:---------·------------- ·· ·------ ---: ! I (,°/24,J L."Jr,i':l.;)~,.._-t.) :..,,;;,:-,_ ,~.:G' - · I 

I L', ,, -·- ., • :? . 
•• ..., / '.;- I • --. I 
_;'-------_.;..1,~-·-~,·~~_,_._. -·~'"..::.'.,_A._'{,_ ___________ 1.,.l; .... -.:I C: ,-1-~. ,'v1.__;,;;_;;;_._'1A 21 ·'(_,7 R~T 

1 I i 

- .. ,:., : ... ' 
I --

..... :...1 ; ~.,·---

--' . 

--o'l... 
' -,_, 

I
I I ,\.,1Nb,',-b:•)) /\~'3) S p;;,.~ ,S 7'::> I 
,.: :. ·-~ ....... .,-... / I~: -~ .:~,:\J~ ~l-::: !r ~.c 1\'r:>-:0:-..1 :··) ::- 1 t_ .r.:r-r. 

!'.:f . ., .~;?' ~ .. ", .. , ,.(\ 

Lv. UsA ,J 

I 

.Ss:U\,·?•'{ 1,.:_}?"1'-;t.!;:P. -

i"h 1!\N,weR 
G,..io, ,J,Hu J. 1?.00.;,;:.'/
::'-,J·,- '2:=1 l,t)_~~D 

~"'!;?.. ,]:iH,V L,\), D~;\,\.J 
~),r:-. L,"".; .. -:- L1)~ ·: ~ 

I (=lS ·--~ r?r;'<:-

. I', d 
A.£- ''oR 

I 

t~i3T 1 

I 
!RF"T; 

.- 2. 3 t L, S>D/-',.c 7!> ,· 

;J- _:·.11-:->. (~--~·"'' t,....,.,r.- ;~2..R ,. .. (. 'r.;:~~::1,C.rt,· ~-- ·-:-
---+_.~., ~,_,___-_ ------f-L-l<I .-~=+'-"~~.le::.....,, '--'-"" • 1 ··:'~-1 

,,,J '-'"·"" ,•/!},"=·:)•/ 7T( [,_';,','.\ :·"'.';.O //-'< ,-i-?:1~1 ;l~~ .. J-

I 
l Ir:. -
! ::iu-;- -

I 

I 
I 

IN· 

OUT -

-~--, 
I 

I IN -
IN -

OUT· I OUT - I OUT -

(338) 



I 

L 

29.2 L. PATRICK GRAY TESTIMONY, AUGUST 3, 1973, 9 SSC 3451 

34:51 

assist him in his inquiry. I asked l\Ir. Dean if he would be reporting 
directly to the President or through Mr. Haldeman or )fr. Ehrlichman. 
He informed me that he would be reporting directly to the President. 

At this meeting with Mr. Dean there was no discussion of whom 
we were going to interview or where our leads might take the inrn&ti
gation. 1Ve did discuss the scheduling of 1Vhite House inten-iews 
through Mr. Dean and his sitting in on the interviews as counsel to 
the President. 

On Thursday, ,June 22, 1972, after being briefed by :Mr. Charles W. 
Bates, Assistant Director, General Investigative Division, regarding 
the latest developments in the Watergate case and undoubtedly as a 
result of information developed at that briefing, I telephoned Director 
Helms of the CIA. I told him of our thinking that we may be poking 
into a CIA operation and asked if he could confirm or deny this. He 
said he had been meeting on this every day with his men, that they 
knew the people, that they could not figure it out but that there was no 
CIA involvement.. 

I met again with Mr. Dean at 6 :30 :p.m. the same day to again discuss 
the scheduling of interviews of 1Vh1te House staff personnel and to 
arrange the scheduling of these interviews directly through the 1Vash
ington field office rather than through FBI headquarters. At this meet
ing I also di3cu<Jsed with him our very early theories of the case; 
namely, that the episode was either a CIA covert operation of some 
sort simply because some of the people involved had been CIA people 
in the past, or a CIA money chain, or a political money chain, or a 
pure political operation, or a Cuban right wing operation, or a com
bination of any of these. I also told Mr. Dean that we were not zeroing 
in on any one theory at this time, or excluding any, but that we just 
could not see any clear reason for this burglary and attempted inter
cept of communications operation. 

I believe that it was at this meeting on .Tune 22 that I told him of 
our discm·erv of a bank ace'om1t in the name of Bernard Barker. who 
was arrested in the 1Vatergate burglary, and the fact that a $25,000 
check associated with Kenneth Dahlberg and four checks drawn on a 
Mexican bank payable to Manuel Ogarrio, in the total amount of 
$89,000, were deposited in the Barker account. I do not ham a. cle11r 
memory of telling him about my telephone call earlier in the day to 
Director Helms regarding the question of CIA involvement. It is 
likely that I would have discussed the Helms call with him in connec
tion with our discussion of the theories of the case. since Mr. Helms 
had in formed me that there was no CI.A in vol \·ement: 

On Friday, ,Tune 23, 1972, :\Ir. Bates met. with me again to brief me 
on recent developments. I -telephoned )fr. Dean following my meeting 
with l\Ir. Bates. I am quite certain that this call again inrnh-ed the 
Barker bank account and the Ogarrio and Dahlberg checks. Either in 
this call or in the meeting of the preceding nening )fr. Dean first 
raised with me the idea that if we persisted in our efforts to innsti
gafo this l\foxican monev chain we could uncon'r or become im·oh·ed 
in CIA opemtions. I ren1emher telling Mr. Dean in one of these early 
telepho~ie calls or meetinp:s that. the FBI was going tc pnrstll' all leads 
aggressively unless we were told bv the CIA. that there was a. CL\. 
intl\rest or 1rn-01 \·ement in this case. " 
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FmsT )fEEnxcs ""\Vrnr )fa. GRAY REcArmrxc THE IxrnsnC.\TIOX 

I belicn that it "·as on June 21 that I first met with Gra.- in his 
office in the late morning regarding the FBI's in1·estigation. ·~\t that 
meeting he told me he fully realized the sensiti1·c natmc of the im·esti
gation they were pursuing and that he had placed his most trn5tcd 
senior people in charge of the investigation. I told Gray that I had 
been asked to be kept informed about the im·cstigation. )fr. Gray 
told me that. he ha<l been 1·is iting a n11mlier of n•gio11al oilicl':- and 
would be doing so in the future. ·Thus. if I needed' am· information 
I should call )'rr. )fork Felt in his abse11ce. I might note at this point 
that indeed Gray was frequently absent from the city dming the cmtrs::
of the investigation and this irritated Ehrlichman greatly ,Yhen ht> 
asked me to get information from Gray and Gray was out of the city. 
On several occasions, in fact, Ehdichman instructed me to b.•11 G r:i.y 
to return to the city and mind the store. I passed this message to Gray, 
but I cannot recall what prompted Ehrlichman to ha,-e me do so at 
this time. 

During my meeting with Gray on .Tune :21 he also told me a man 
by the name of Mr. Bates was head in!! the inYestigation. I do not know 
)Ir. Bates, and when I reported this back to Ehrlichman and he askc•d 
me who Bates was, I told him I did not know Bates. I can recall on 
several occasions Ehrlichman asking me if I thought that Gray knew 
what he was doing and if he had the im·estigation under control. I 
responded that he seemed to be relying on men in whom he had full 
trust. 

To the best of my reco11ection, it was dmin!! this ,Tune :21 meetin!! 
with Grav that. he informrcl me that the FBI !;ad uncon•red a numbr'i· 
of major.banking transactions that had transpired in the a<'connt of 
01w of the arrested Cnbans-)Ir. Barker. He informed nu' that tlwv 
had traced a $25 ,000 check to a )Ir. Kenneth D::thlherg and four C'hed~s 
totaling $8!),000 to a hank in )fpxico City. 

I do not reC'all whether I first learned about the Dahlberrr c-Jwck 
from )fr. Grav or whether I lrarned abont. it in a nwetin!! in )fitchcll's 
office by reason of the fact that the FBI was tn·in!! t'o contact )fr. 
Dahlberg about the matter and Dahllwrg had cal1P'd )fr. Stans. ~\t 
anv rate, the fact that the FBI was im·esti!!atin!! these matters ,YaS 
of utmost concern to )fr. Stans when hP lP:u:nPd ~fit. Stnns was ('011-

('f'l'llf>d aho11t thr Dahllwrfl' C'heck. T wns infornwd. lwca11-;r it was in fart 
a contribntion from )fr. Dmn-ne Andreas, whom I did not kno1,. but 
I was told was a lrm"time lrnrkPr of Srnntor Hnlwrt HmnphrP:L 
Neither Stans nor l\IitC'hell wanted ::\Ir. Andrl'as to be l'1rtharrn:=-secl In
disclosure of the contribution. Tlw conC'ern nhont tht> )[C>,if"'an mnne~ 
n-as mndc a little less clPar to me. I was told it wns a C'Ontrihntion fro1i1 
a gronp of Texan!'l who had nsed an intcrmedin1T in :\fr•xiC'o to make 
the contribution. Althorn::rh I had not ht'en told. I assnnwcl at that tinw 
that . they \Y<'l'f' conC'rrnrr1 hrC'111tsr it sonndrd to nw ns if it Tlll!!·ht h:n-r 
bern a corporate contribution and ckarh· a Yiolation of thP la,,-. 

,...___ :\fr. Stans also exnlainNl that lw hnrl f"'hPC'krrl with Sloan to nml out 
ho1Y this monrY h:1d t>ndNl nn in :\fr. Barl:rr'shank :lC'connt and Sln:1.n 
rrportrd thnt lw hnrl Q"in'n thr cl1rd,s to T,irl<h· nml rrm1P.'ih·<1 that lH' 
cash thrm: lfr said ht> hncl no icl!'n how Lickh had ca,:;lwcl thPrn. lmt 
s11nnised that he· lrnd oln-ion:=-ly 11:W(l Barkrr to eash tht•n1. I \Y:1S nlso 
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told-and I do not.recall specifically who told me this-tl1at this money 
had absolntelv nothinrr to do with the 1Yatc1·gate; it was unreJatPcl and 
it ·was merel,· a roinZidence of fact that Liddv had used Barker to 
cash the checks and Liddy had retnrned the money to Sloan. I was told 
that the irn·estigatio11 of this matter which appeared to be connected 
with 1Vatcrgate but wasnt, ,ms unfounded anrl would merely result 
in an unnecessary embarrassment to the contributors. Accordin!!lY, 
Mitchell and Stans both asked me to see if tlwre ,vas anything the 
1Vhite House could do to prevent this unnecessary embarrassment. I, 
in turn, related these facts to both Haldeman ancl Ehrlichman. On 
June 22, at the reciuest of Ehrlichman and Haldeman I went to se·~ 
Mr. Grav at this office in the early evening to cliscnss the Dahlberg and 
Mexican checks and determine how the FBI was proceeding ·with these 
matters. Mr. Gray told me that they were pursuing it by seeking to 
interview the persons who had drawn the checks. 

It was during my meeting with Mr. Gray on June 22 that we also 
talked about his theories of the case as it was beginning to unfold. I 
remember well that he drew a diagram for me showing his theories. At 
that time ~Ir. Gray had the following theories: It was a setup job by 
a donble agent; it was a CIA operation becans£ of the number of 
former CIA people invoh,ed; or it was someone in the reelection com
mittee who was responsible. Grav also had som,3 other theories which 
he discussed, but I do not recall them now, but I do remember that 
those I have mentioned were his primary theories. 

Before the meeting ended, I recall that Gray and I again had a brief 
discussion of the problems of an investigation in the '\Vbite House. 
Gray expressed his a,rnreness of the notential Droblem;; of Sllf'h an 
innstigation and also told me that if I needed any information I 
should call either )fork Felt or himself. Grav al~o informed me that 
he was going to meet with the CIA to discuss their possible inrnh-e
ment and he ,vonld let me know the outcome of that meeting. 

01} .Tune 23 I rcrorted my connrsation ,vith Gray of the preceding 
evenmg; to Ehrlichman and Haldeman. 1Ve discussed the D,thlberg 
and the )Iexican checks and the fact that the FBI was lookinz for 
answers regarding these checks. I had the impression that. either 'Ehr-

. lichman or Haldeman might have had a com·ersation with someone 
e.lse about this matter but this was mere specu1ation on my pa1t at. that 
time. 

1Yithin the first days of my involvement in the con•rup, a pattern 
had chm~loped ,,here I was carrying messages from )IitehelL Stans, 
and Jfardian to Ehrlichman and H aldeman-,md vice .-ersa-abont 
how each quarter was handling the covernp an<l rele,·,rnt information 
as to what was occurring. I was also reporting to them all the informa
tion I was recei, ·ing about the case from the Justice Department and 
the :F,BI. I checked w:th Haldeman and Ehrlichrnan before I did any
thing. One of the few sets of earlv docnnwnts eridencing- this worki11g
rclationship with Haldeman and.Ehrlichman relates to'respondin!! to 
Larry O'Brien's letter of .Tune 2± J-o the PrPsident requr;;tin!.!' ~the 
appointment of a special prost>cutor. I han' snbmittE'Cl tlwse doc1111wnt.s 
to the committee. 

[The documents referred to ,wre marked Pxhihit Xo. ;\-!---17.~'] 

•se~ p. 1161. 
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Rose_n ____ __ 

Bates -----Bishop 
Callah_a_n __ _ 
Campbell __ _ 

UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT Casper--'--
Cleveland 
Conrad Memorandum ----Dalbey- __ _ 
Marshall TO [Mr. Rolz ] ---DATE: June 22, 1972 Miller,E.S. 

FROM C. W. Bates 

SUBJECT: JAMES W, McCORD, JR. , AND OT•IERS 
BURGLARY OF DEHOCPJ\TIC PARTY 
NATIO~AL HEADQUARTERS, 6/17/72 
INTERCEPTION OF CO~fHUNICATIONS 

Ponder --
Soyars ___ _ 
Walters ___ _ 
Tele.Room 
Mr. Kinle~ 
Mr. Armstrong 
Ms.Herwig -
Mrs. Neena_n __ 

At 4:00 p.m. on 6/21/72, '.1r. Felt, SAC Kunkel of WFO and I 
met with Mr. Gray on this case. We brought him up to date on all aspects. 
It was agreed that this was most important,that the FBI's reputation was at 
stake, and that the investigation should be completely impartial, thorough 
and complete. Several points were discussed and these have already been 
furnished to the field for handling, such as reinterview with McCuin to 
identify the Secret Service official, further details regarding the $100 bills. 

In answer to our question, Mr. Gray instructed as follows: 
Hold up any dissemination of this information to Department or White 
House. Hold up electronic sweep. Hold any interviews of White House 
personnel. 

SAC Kunkel broached the theory that this was in furtherance 
of the White House efforts to locate and identify "leaks," It was admitted 
this was a theory. Mr. Gray said we should, of course, consider this 
but not let it influence our complete investigation, I assured him the 
investigation was going full speed and that I would keep him briefed on 
any developments. 

At Mr. Gray's request, SAC Kunkel and I met with him at 
9:30 a.m., 6/22/72. He was brought up to date on developments over-
night and was informed that all points he raised yesterday were being 
thoroughly explored. At this meeting he again instructed that the 
dissemination be held up and that the electronic sweeps be held. I told 
him that both the CIA and the Metropolitan Police had inquired of WFO 
about briefings in this matter and that I felt we should brief no one. He 
agreed. 

CWB:ige 
(1) 

Indistinct document retyped by 
House Judiciary Conmittee staff 
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Memorandum to Hr. Bolz 
Re: JAMES W. McCORD, JR., A..~D OTHERS 

At 10:25 a.m., Hr. Gray called me and authorized our 
making an offer to the Democratic National Committee, the Credentials 
Committee, and the Republican National Committee for electronic sweep 
of their facilities. He also authorized a contact with Mr. John Dean of 
the White House regarding interviews and information needed there. 
This is being immediately handled by WFO. 

While on the phone with him, I advised him of a new development: 
ect Barker had tried to cash a cashier's check with the Republic National 

n, Miami, on 4/24/72. This check was drawn on the Boca Raton Bank 
and was for $25,000. The Republic Bank checked with the Boca Raton Bank 
and they were advised the check was good and had been obtained by 
Mr. Kenneth Harry Dahlberg. Our files show Dahlberg was investigated 
at the request of the White House in December, 1969. He is an industrialist 
from Minnesota, is a millionaire, and has been active in the Republican Party 
in the Midwest for a number of years. The White House records disclosed 
he was not presently connected with the White House. 

I talked to Mr. Gray again at 5 p.m. on 6/22/72 after his return 
to the office. I again went over the latest developments. 

At 3:15 pm on 6/23/72 Mr. Gray called me. He said he had 
just talked to the Deputy Director of CIA in his office and he briefed me in 
detail regarding the conversation. I again told him I felt the FBI had no 
choice but to continue our full investigation and obtain all the details. 
He agreed. 

At 6:00 p.m. on 6/23/72 Mr. Gray called me. He said he had just 
talked with Sandy Smith, a reporter for TIME magazine. Smith told him that 
TIME had adverse information affecting Mr. Gray but not affecting the FBI; 
that Gray had refused to permit Agents to check Colson's telephone toll calls 
and to interview him and that Gray had instructed this investigation be wrapped 
up in 24-48 hours, the inferrence being it would be 3. wdtewash bv t he FBI 
on Gray's instructions. lfr. Gray told me he told Smith that the question had 
not arisen regarding Colson's toll calls; that we had checked with Colson to 
get toll calls made by Hunt; that he had not instructed the case be wrapped up 
in 48 hours but had instructed that it receive i.mmediate priority attention 
and that he had indicated he had held up the electronic sweep of the Democratic 
and Republican headquarters until he had all necessary facts and that the 
sweep had now been ordered. Mr. Gray instructed that I have all Agents in 

Indistinct document retyped by 
House Judiciary Committee staff 

-2-
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29.5 FBI WASHINGTON OFFICE TELEGRAM, JUNE 22, 1972, 1-2 

li[;lft.\t !::··' ! -~- i :" l' .. \'f~f ::. ·.· 

c:< >'.l,\11_:., w , i 11_:.'.1S SU..:;:. :-; 

7.• 1.1.,p,•·1, i· ~t,·,.::-o, ·', -1 c-.·.<:-...,?.-7'> Ar.::1,1 
• · · - J,.~~~ ,...,.~ ,_ . - .. 

TO ACTING oy1·2cT~R 

FROM \=!ASHINGTO:l FIELD . SIX PAGES 

JAt'.ES WALTER MC CORD, JR., ET AL, BUF:GLARY: DEf·iOCRATIC 

NATIONAL COM~!TTEE HEADQUARTtRS, ~ASHINGTON,DC, JUNE 
Interception of Communications 

~VEtlIEE t-l SEVEt-!T'fn!O ; 1:;~c.{ fJ-,;_,r.:;.,.J • 
Office of Origin:\vashiniton Field Office 

SU~MAR't-OF INVESTIGATIO~J. 

, ,~~: R~~: .. -; 
~ r,!r .. »atrs.;:, .... · .• 
I ~f,. J\;c.1,,.. . .-. 

i I ;.1~: c:~~~::,~ ~-:-
1 • 
, Mr. Car.r;i!.c 11 _ 

~rr .. Cus.;-,~r __ 
~tr. Ctc,·cI~~n 
Mr: Coor.ti_ 
Mr. Oaib~y _ 
Mr. !,~arshalt _ 
)~r. Millt:r. F.:.s 
~.!r. Ponder _ 
~Ir. So}·:.rs _ 
~lr. Wallt!rs _ 
Tc-le·. Roo:n _ 
~,\.·. i\i:1iey __ 
~Ir. 1'-rmstro::c _ 
!l!s. Herucig _ 
Mn,. Ne-::no.n _ 

INVESTIGATIO~-l AT RE?li9LIC NATIOrlhL BM!K, MI?.MI, FLORIDA, 

REVEALED BANK RECORDS REGARDING '~ARKER ASSOCIATES, INC." 

REFLECT FOIJR Cl~ECKS DEPOSITED TO BARKER I\SSOCIATES, -~ 
INCORPORATED ACCOUNT TOT.P.LIUG EIGHT..¥ NINE THOUSAi<lD DOLLARS .. 

ALL CHECl<S DA'iED APP.IL FOUR SEVENTYHHJ.. nr~ c~:~C:1<':S ~tERE 

DRAHN ON BA!!CO HJTER~ACI0i-lAL, r•:EXICO CITY. BP,RKER ATTEMPTED 

TO CASH Tn2SE CH::cr.s O ~J P,PR IL TWE::HYO ~i,· SE\:E~JTYT;:!O BUT MIA MI 

BANK REFUSED UNTIL CHECKS WERE D~?OSITED AND CLEARED THROUGH 

FOIEIG1·} 3.'\,:;(. B:eRl(ER RECEIVE!) cr,.s~ FO~ n:Es::: Di::?OSITS OU 

~,p 
,.-,P-i; 
...,_ 
G,o..l,-"<')( 

~rt)• v., .... ~~ 

..;~ . 
i.;.,W-

1 ., 
<¥~ -a. 

r""\ • J 
. \ ! U' I bvr 3 
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29. 5 FBI WASHINGTON OFFICE TELEGRAM, JUNE 22, 19?2, 1 2 

PtiGE T\-iO 

DOLLAR BILLS SUT REPUBLIC ~AT!ONAL B~NK DID NOT MAKE ANY 

!DTE OF TlE SER Ir:L tlU t'3ERS .. 

A SUDPOErlA \!AS SERV~D TODAY AT MARYLA~rn nr~TIO:•!AL DAtiK, 

EIGHT FOU~ ZERO ZERO BALTH;ORE BOULEVARD, COLLEGE: PARK, 

M,>;.RYLfl.1,JD T TO THE CUSTOD I Ml Of RECORDS FOR J\LL REGO RDS t-. trn 

t,CCOUtiTS, ETC., PERTAINHlG TO JAt,~SS :_.1. ViC CORD AND RECORDS 

OF MC CORD ASSOCIATES, BOTH OF ROCKVILLE, ~ARYLAND. THCSE 

RECORDS AR2 DE!NG REPRODUCED A~D WI(L 8~ TU~~~D OVER TO THE 

FBI~ 

ON THIS SAM~ DATE, SAG, VFO PERSONALLY CO~TACTED SENATOR 

ROBERT DOLE REPUBLICAN COMMITT~E NATIO~AL CHAIRMAN, AND 

LAtoJRENCE O' BRIEN, CHAIP.il~~!, DEMOCRJ'.\TIC NATI0t·!AL cor•!i'HTTEE 
C 

RE:Gl'1HDHJG THC: .. Sl·JEEP .. OF' THE ABOVE HE,'.\'.::QUARTERS· FOR BOTH 

PARTIES.. BOTH WERE. AGREEASLE:. MR. O "2RIE:1,l SUCGESTED T~f1T DUS · l 

TO A PRIOR BURGLARY AT THE OFFICE OF THE CHAIRMAN OF THE CREDENTIAL 
. . 

O:H1MITTEE, S}!OULD BE It!CLUDED 1:~ THE SUl!'.EP • 1 F"On~1ZR ASSiSTA~H 

nm Pt1G~ T\-!O 
~ 

THE FOUR REMAINING PAGES OF THIS TELEGRAM DO NOT PERTAIN TO PARAGRAPH 29. 
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29.6 H.R. HALDEMAN TESTIMONY, P,.AY 31, 1973, 
SENATE APPROPRIATIONS SUBCOfo!MITTEE EXECUTIVE SESSION 360-61 

Indistinct document retyped by 
House Judiciary Committee staff 

Mr. Haldeman. I don't believe anyone else was. 

Chairman McClellan. Just you and the President? 

Mr. Haldeman. Yes, sir. 

Chairman McClellan. You say the five points you set 

out in your statement are the reasons given you by the Presi

dent for the necessity of that meeting. 

Mr. Haldeman. Yes, sir. If I can describe the chronology 

there, it might be helpful. 

Chairman McClellan. Start from the moment the President 

contacted you or began talking to you about a meeting. Start 

with that and give us your whole version of what happened from 

the minute you first knew that the President wanted a meeting 

set up. 

Mr. Haldeman. With your permission, could I go back a 

step prior to that? 

Chairman McClellan. We do not want to restrict or limit 

you in any way. You give us the true story, beginning with when 

you first knew that the President was interested in and wanted 

this meeting set up, the reasons why he wanted such a meeting, 

and what was to be the hoped for result, what was the objective 

of the meeting, what purpose was it to serve. 

Mr. Haldeman. Right. 

Either that morning, the 23rd or the preceeding afternoon, 

and I am not sure which, afternoon or evening, John Dean, as I 

can best recall this, and again it is trying to recall events 

Retyped from indistinct original 
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29.6 H.R. HALDEMAN TESTI 110NY, MAY 31, 1973, 
SENATE APPROPRIATIONS SUBCOMMITTEE EXECUTIVE SESSION, 360-61 

Indistinct document retyped by 
House Judiciary Committee staff 

of a year ago, John Dean told me that the FBI was concerned 

about the question of whether there might be CIA involvement 

in some aspects of the Watergate affair, either directly or 

indirectly. 

In raising this concern of the FBI, I felt that something 

needed to be done at that point in time to guide the FBI as to 

whether there was involvement and, if so, what, and what prob~ 

lems there might be in that respect. I transmitted this report, 

in essence, to the President, I believe on the morning of the 

23rd. 

Chairman McClellen. That was John Dean who talked to you 

the day before? 

Mr. Haldeman. Either the day before or that morning. I 

am not sure which. 

Chairman McClellen. What authority or what responsibility 

did John Dean have in the matter at the time he talked to you? 

From what authority or motivation was he becoming involved or 

was involved at that time? 

Mr. Haldeman. John Dean was Counsel to the President. 

One of his areas of responsibility was the liaison and contact 

between the White House and the Justice Department and the FBI. 

In that regard, he was the man at the White House who was main

taining the hour-by-hour contact with the Bureau and other 

Justice Department officials in their investigation of the 

Watergate matter. 

Retyped from indistinct original 
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29.? H.R. HALDEMAN TESTIMONY, JULY 31, 19?3, 8 SSC 3040 

3(~10 

J.\fr. D,,~lf. :\t tl1at. 111c-eti11:~ do you rr.c::ill th;tl t.l1crc ,ms a gl'r1tral 

di~t:11ssin11 as tv ,, ·l1at. 11appr.:.rwcl. wlial infnrm:1tion was curn·nt con-
. cerning tl1e ln1'al,-in n11cl th: n.:l:ttiou3hip witli t!ic comrnittee? . 

]\fr. H,, 1,01::.r.,s. I 11aYe nor pt-t:i f:,: n·,~o] kd ion of the conltnts of that 
mcd.iug lrnt. J :1111 sure. that. ~~in·n the l inw. situatio11, that it must ham 
been in n'g,Lrc1 lo !lit· ,r:ttl'rgale Lreak-in. 

).fr. D.\:-!l. ::\'ow, it is t.rne, if ynn look at. your rc:corcl that during 
that pNio 1.l right. a ftcr you gd. hack there arc about two or three llH'.Ct

ing,; on cliffe•:cut. chys. 
Mr. ILu.1>Dr.,~. Yes. 
l\fr. lhsn. I think you mC't. "·it.h him on the ~0th, on the 23d, nnd on 

t.lio :~Gth. D,)es vonr n.:,ord s:w•.\· tlw.t? 
~fr. HAL01 -: .,·1.,:,;-. I s:10\,·--tlH.:n'. is an cxa:nph•. now of my },)~ of 

,Tune 20 that t1o(:,; not 5how a meeting \Yith thos.e people· that I han
iclm1tifiecl, tlu ,t 1 haH ~ot in n:y sn:nina,·y here as a l"t~sult of informa

tion from other soun'.1':-. '\Yb1t. my log shows is a mcetin~ in ,fohn 
E!trlic11m:m's of.i-c;.> w!1ich is all my secn:tary \\'Onld kno\\'. She dichi.'t 
know who was in tl1e mectinf!. 

r.

. ~ )fr. D.\Slf. Hight. 
)Ir. H.\.LDE)L\X. I nm sorn· th~·n YOU were goin!!'--
)lr. D.\!-II. l was sayin~ tio you il:in· a l't~cord of n. meeting 1\'ilh :'If r. 

Dc•an on the 2:;c1 and again on the :2Gth after the mc-eting with him on 
the 20th? 

::\Ir. HAr.ur::-.u x. X ot in th<.> log, no. Tl1c 2~t.l? 
:Mr. DAsn. Yn 
)[r. lhu>nux. Jt doc·::;n't show me I don't hdicrn. 
)fr. D.,sH. Do you h::in' it in tl1e summary that you han~ l'l'Cl'i\·ccl 

from other some<';;? · 
)[r. H.\Ll>L\L\X. X0; tli~t do:::sn't shown me:r.•t.in~ with D,•an, ritlirr. 

I think I talked with D(':lll O!! thr phone thal day, that. morninb. I 
<lon·t ucliC'ni l n!et with liim hut I nm not sun•. 

)fr. n.\SI[. Yon indiclh'd in \'Olli' (•adirr k-ti1:1onv that )[r. Dl'an 
,litl girn yon a rcpcirt d \,·L;,t h;11ipenul and to1,l you "at that timl' th:it 
he had told youe:1 r lic"r :,,liout telling yo,1 aftt•r one of the> mePting:o. 

Could you pbcf' in :rny 011<' of those' tnt'C'tin~s when he told you? 
)fr. H.\r.t>D!.\X. ~o: I cnn't. 
)[r. IhsH. ·would it l,:, your n'colkction that it would Le d11ri11µ-

~

hnt W('<'k \\·he>n \'O!! ~,)t h::ck? · 
)fr. lT.\l.llE)L~::s. Xot nec-l·:'~:1.rih·. no. _\s I ~n\', the 011h· mP.ding thn.t 

J.·SN' with Dc•a 11 ch:rin;: that \\'C'•'k
0

was the llH.'<'llng in :'.\fr: EhrliL"hm:rn\, 
/1~·t' 011 the ~ntl1 :'.lJJ)an•ntly. 

)fr. D.\sir. D:,l the Pn:-~idt·nt eithC'r communicate with Yon or clicl 
)·ou Jinn• :i mcding with thC' Pr{'sident prio:·, shortly pri,·n·, to .June 

2:1. rn;~? 
)fr. H.,1,Pnr.,x. I am snrC' I dicl. Do vo11 " ·:rnt mr to direk? 
)fr. n.,sH. Yt,ll T,!Pt frNp1C'11tly with 'tlw l'n•:-ident so ~·ou--
)T r. 1 f.\J.llE:'lt.\ x. Yc·s. sir. . 
·)fr. D.\SII. $,·1 y,,;1 !ll'C pr\'tty :Stll'C' )'OU C':l.ll fill(l ~ll<'h a mc•dlll~!? 

no \'OU n·,·all prior to t!i:1t l!lf'l'till!: 0,\ .Tnm·:!:1. t!te Prl'!'-i1l1'l!t h:n·inl! 
:t dii'i'c·u~~iou with \'Oll. co:w,·r11in!.:'. thl' i11,·l•,-ti!!:ll inn I lint \\'011111 l•e> 011-
!~oing- with l\'!..'anl In tlil· ""akr~at,~ lin·:t!;-in :rncl :\ coH<'t'rn lw had 
that ~11ch :tll i11,T.,(i!..':1ti1111 Ii\' tl11' FBI mi!!!ll i:wlu.lt• tlw ,rnrl.: of tht• 
s1wcial in,·e . ..;ti~:1ting unit in tht· "·1tit1• IT1;11~t· a11il abo tlil' CL\'? 
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30. On June 22, 1972 the President held a press conference. He 

was asked whether he had made an investigation to determine whether 

there was a direct link between the people who bugged the DNC headquarters 

and the White House. The President said: 

Mr. Ziegler and also Mr. Mitchell, speaking for 
the campaign committee, have responded to questions on 
this in great detail. They have stated my position 
and have also stated the facts accurately. 

This kind of activity, as Mr. Ziegler has indi
cated, has no place whatever in our electoral process, 
or in our governmental process. And, as Mr. Ziegler 
has stated, the White House has had no involvement 
whatever in this particular incident. 

As far as the matter now is concerned, it is 
under investigation, as it should be by the proper 
legal authorities, by the District cf Columbia Police, 
and by the FBI. I will not comment on those matters, 
particularly since possible criminal charges are 
involved. 

30.1 President Nixon news conference, June 22, 1972, 
Page 

8 Presidential Documents 1078-79 •.•.•.•••...•...•.••. 352 
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:50, l PRESIDENT NIXON NEWS CONFERENCE, JUNE 22, 1972, 
8 PRESIDENTIAL DOCUMENTS 1078-79 

1078 WEEKLY COMPILATION OF PRESIDENTIAL DOCUMENTS, JUNE 26, 1972 

jro 1952 from Cornell and his LL.B. from Harvard in 
"1955. He was admitted to the bar of the State of Califor
nia in 1956. 

Erickson is married and has two children. He resides 
in McLean, Va. 

NOTE: The announcement was released at Key Biscayne, Fla. 

United Nations Conference on the 
Human Environment 

Statement by the President on the Conference Held 
June 5-16 in Stockholm. June 20, 1972 

I have just received a report on the United Nations Con
ference on the Human Environment concluded last Fri
day at Stockholm from Chairman Train who headed the 
large and distinguished United States delegation. 

The United States has worked Jong and hard over the 
past 18 months to help make the Conference a succes.s. 
Representatives of 113 nations met together for 2 weeks 
to produce an impressive number of agreements on envi
ronmental principles and recommendations for further 
national and international action in this important field. 

The United States achieved practically all of its objec
tives at Stockholm. 

( 1) The Conference approved establishment of a new 
United Nations unit to provide continued leadership and 
coordination of environmental action, an important step 
which had our full support. 

(2) The Conference approved forming a $100 million 
United Nations environmental fund which I personally 
proposed last February. 

( 3) The Conference overwhelmingly approved the 
U.S. proposal for a moratorium on commercial killing 
of whales. 

( 4) The Conference endorsed our proposal for an in
ternational convention to regulate ocean dumping. 

( 5) The Conference endorsed the U.S. proposal for 
the establishment of a World Heritage Trust to help pre
serve wildernes.s areas and other scenic natural landmarks. 

However, even more than in the specific agreements 
reached, I believe that the deepest signifirance of the 
Conference lies in the fact that for the first time in history. 
the nations of the world sat down together to seek better 
understanding of each other's environmental problems 
and to explore opportunities for positive action, indi
vidually and collectively. 

T!!e strong concern of the United States over the fate 
of our environment has also been demonstrated in our 
direct dealings with individual nations. The Great Lakes 
Water Quality Agreement which I signed in Ottawa this 
April with Prime Minister Trudeau was evidence of the 
high priority this Administration placL"S on protecting the 
environment. The Environmental Agn:emcnt which I 

signed in Moscow on May 23 is proof of the desire of our
Nation to work together with the others on the common 
ta5ks of peace. 

I am proud that the United States is taking a leading 
role in international environmental cooperation, and I 
congratulate our U.S. delegation on its success at Stock
holm. The governments and people of the world must now 
work together to make the objectives of the Stockholm 
Conference a reality. 

THE PRESIDENT'S 
NEWS CONFERENCE OF 
JUNE 22, 1972 

TnE PRESIDENT. Ladies and gentlemen: 
Next week before the Congress recesses, I am planning 

to have a general news conference. Prior to that time, in 
talking to Mr. Ziegler, I found that a number of mem
bers of the press, looking back at previous news confer
ences, have indicated that there is a tendency for foreign 
policy and defense policy questions to dominate the con
ference.5 so much that questions on domestic policy do 
not adequately get covered. 

As a matter of fact, I have noted several of you in your 
commentaries, after some news conferences, have indi
cated that we have not given enough attention to the 
domestic issues. 

So, subsequently, after discus.sing the matter with Mr. 
Ziegler, I thought it would be useful this week, on this 
occasion, to have you here in the office for the purpose of 
covering domestic issues only. The ses.sion next week will 
be open to both foreign policy, defense policy, and 
domestic issues. 

So, today we will take all questions on domestic issues 
and next week you can cover all three areas to the extent 
you wish to. 

BUGGING OF DEMOCRATIC HEADQUARTERS 

Q. Mr. O'Brien has said that the people who bugged 
his headquarters had a direct link to the White House. 
Have you had any sort of investigation made to deter-

. vhether this is true? 
THE PRESIDENT. Mr. Ziegler and also Mr. :Mitchell, 

speaking for the campaign committee, ha\·e responded to 
questions on this in great detail. They have stated my po
sition and have also stated the facts accuratelv. 

Thi5 kind of activity, as Mr. Ziegler has indicated, 
has no place whate\·er in our elector:il process, or in our 
governmental process. And, as Mr. Ziegler has stated. the 
\Vhitc House has had no involvement whatever in this 
particular incident. 

As far as the matter now is concerned, it is under in
wstigation, as it should he, hy the propa kgal autho1-itics, 
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bv the District of Columbia police, and by the FBI. I will 
n~t comment on those matter.-, particubrly since possible 
criminal charges are involved. 

Fooo PRICES 

Q. ;\Ir. President, wholesale food prices have lead to in
creases in the cost of living in the last few weeks. Are you 
considering any kind of controls over the price of food? 

THE PRESIDENT. In the whole area of inflation we have 
had a period of pretty good news generally. As you know, 
in 1969 and early 1970 the rate of inflation, the CPI, 
peaked out at 6 percent. Since that time it has been moving 
down and particularly since the August 15 new policy with 
the control system was announced, it has now been cut ap
proximately in half, running at around the rate of 3 per
cent. The most troublesome area however is the one you 
have referred to----food prices. 

'\Ve cannot take too much comfort from the figures that 
came out yesterday because as you know they actually 
reflected a slight drop in food prices. I met yesterday, how
ever, with the Quadriad and Mr . Stein reported that the 
weekly reports that we get, which, of course, were not re
flected in yesterday's numbers, indicate that meat prices, 
particularly, are beginning to rise again and rising very 
fast. 

For that reason, I have directed that the Cost of Living 
Council which will be meeting this afternoon look into this 
matter to see what further action can be taken to deal 
specifically with focid prices, but particularly with meat 
prices. 

Now with regard to meat prices, to give you an indi
cation of the direction of my thinking, you can move on 
the control side. But as we all remember in that period 
immediately after World War II, when we had controls 
but too much demand and too little supply, and all the 
black markets, controls alone will not work unless you also 
move on the supply side. 

At the present time, we have apparently a world short
age of meat, and particularly a shortage of meat in the 
United States where the demand is constantly going up, 
as the income of our people goes up. 

\\'e have to get, therefore, at the problem of supply. 
Consequently, one of the areas that I am explorin? is 
the quota system. I have directed our staff to check 1~to 
the adYisability of a temporary lifting of quotas on im
ported meat which will move on the supply sid~. It will 
not affect the problem immediately, but at least 1t would 
affect it over the next few months. 

That does not rule out, al5o, the p~ ~ibility of moving 
on the control side and the control side is a matter where 
the Cost of LiYing Council is presently, or will be at 4 
o'clock this aftcm~on, considering a number of options 
which I will consider as the matter develops. 

DE.FEN SE BUDGET AND SALT AGREEMENTS 

Mr. President, this may be a borderline question in 
the domestic field, hut I believe it may fall there since 

the issues arc before Congress. Could you tell us your 
view of the relationship between the development of 
offensive weapons, as proposed in your defense budget, 
and the SALT agreements? 

THE PRESIDENT. I have noted the progress of the 
deb ate in the committee, and particularly the contro
versy, or alleged controversy and contradiction which 
seems in some quarters to have been developed between 
the views of the Secretary of Defense and the views that 
I have expressed and the views that have been expressed 
bv Dr. Kissinger aad Secretary Rogers. 

· I think that I can put the thing in context b":St by 
first pointing out the Secretary of Defense's p~ition, and 
then relating that position to the overall pos1t10n of the 
United States in attempting to develop policy that will 
adequately protect the security of the United States and 
also move forward on the arms limitation front. 

The Secretary of. Defense has a responsibility, as I 
have a responsibility, to recommend to the Congress 
action that will adequately protect the security of the 
United States. Moving on that responsibility, he has 
indicated that if the SALT agreement is approved, and 
then if the Congress rejects the programs for offensive 
weapons not controlled by the SALT. agreement, ~hat 
this would seriously jeopardize the secunty of the Umted 
States. On that point he is correct. 

What I would suggest to the Congress and would rec
ommend to individual Congressmen and Senators, who 
will have the responsibility of voting on this matter, is. 
the following course: First, the arms limitation agree
ments should be approved on their merits . . I would not 
have signed those agreements unless I had believed t?at, 
standina alone, they were in the interest of the Umted 
States. As a matter of fact, the offensive limitation is one 
that is particularly in our interest b~cause it covers a~s 
where the Soviet Union has on-gomg programs which 
will be limited in this 5-year period, and in which we have 
no ongoing programs. 

So, consequently, I would recommend and strongly 
urge that the Congress approve the ABM treaty, and also 
the limited, temporary, offensive limitations curb. How
ever, after the Congress moves in that field, all C~n
crressmen and Senators-and this would, of course, m
~lude them all-who are concerned about the security 
of the United States should then vote for those programs 
that will provide adequate offensive weapons in the areas 
that have been recommended by the Secretary of De
fense and bv the Administration. 

Now th~ reason for that is twofold: first, because if 
we have a SALT agreement and then do not go forward 
with these programs, the Soviet Un,ion will, within a 
matter of a very limited time, be substantially ahead of 
the United States overall, particularly in the latter part 
of the seventies. 

If the United States falls into what is a definitely second 
position, inferior position to the Soviet llnio.n ?vc:all 
in its defense programs, this will be an open .m~1ta'.1on 
for more instability in the world and an open mv1tat10n, 
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31. On June 23, 1972 H. R. Haldeman met with the President and 

informed the President of the communication John Dean had received from 

Acting FBI Director Gray. The President directed Haldeman to meet with 

CIA Director Richard Helms, Deputy CIA Director Vernon Walters and John 

Ehrlichman. Haldeman has testified that the President told him to ascertain 

whether there had been any CIA involvement in the Watergate affair and whether 

the relationship between some of the Watergate participants and the 

Bay of Pigs incident was a matter of concern to CIA. The President 

directed Haldeman to discuss White House concern regarding possible disclosure 

of covert CIA operations and operations of the White House Special Inves

tigations Unit (the "Pltnnbers"), not related to Watergate, that had 

been t.mdertaken previously by some of the Watergate principals. The 

President directed Haldeman to ask Walters to meet with Gray to express 

these concerns and to coordinate with the FBI, so that the FBI '.s inves

tigation would not be expanded into unrelated matters that could lead 

to disclosure of the earlier activities of the Watergate principals. 
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to meet with this connnittee and to clear up anything that I 

can be helpful in cleating up in regard to the matter that 

you have under inquiry. 

I believe that the only area in which I can be helpful 

to you in your investigation is with regard to the reported 

meeting of White House and CIA officials last June. 

~ere 

In that regard, on June 23, 1972, John Ehrlichman and I 

requested by the President to meet with Director Richard 

Helms and Deputy Director Vernon Walters of the CIA. 

To the best of my recollection, the purpose of this 

meeting was five-fold: 

One, to ascertain whether there had been any CIA involve

ment in the Watergate affair; 

Two, to ascertain whether the relation between some of 

the Watergate participants and the Bay of Pigs was a matter of 

concern to CIA; 

Three, to inform the CIA of ~n fBI request for guidance 

regarding some aspects of the Watergate investigation because 

of the possibility of CIA involvement, directly or indirectly; 

I could interject there that this request had been made 

known by John Dean, counsel to the President, and had been 

transmitted by me to the President immediately upon being told 

of it by John Dean. 

The President, as a result of that, told me to meet 

with Director Helms and General Walters and John Ehrlichman 

Indistinct document retyped by 
House Judiciary Comnittee staff 
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to get into this matter as I am laying it out here. 

The fourth purpose was to discuss White House concern 

regarding possible disclosure of non-Watergate-related 

covert CIA operations or other national security activities, 

not related to Watergate, that had been undertaken previously 

by some of the Watergate principles [sic]. 

Fif-th, to request General Walters to meet with Acting 

Director Gray of the FBI to express these concerns and to 

coordinate with the FBI so that the FBI's area of investigation 

of the suspects, the Watergate suspects, not be expanded 

I into unrelated matters which could lead to disclosure of 

t....::::-r earlier national security and CIA activities. 

The meeting was held in Mr. Ehrlichman's office on the 

afternoon of June 23 and, to the best of my recollection, all 

of the above points were covered. 

As I recall, Director Helms assured us that there was 

no CIA involvement in the Watergate and also that he had no 

concern from the CIA's viewpoint regarding any possible con

nections of the Watergate personnel with the Bay of Pigs 

operation. Helms told us he had given this assurance to 

Gray directly. 

Walters agreed to meet with Gray as requested. I do not 

recall having any further communication or meeting with Walters, 

Helms or Gray on this subject. 

I do not specifically recall the question of ''Mexican 

Indistinct document retyped by 
House Judiciary Committee staff 
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Kunzig, who is now an associate judge of the U.S. Cflurt 
of Claims. 

i\[r. Samp,on has been ,\cling ,\dministrator of Gen
eral SerYires since June 2, 1972. He joined the Gcneral 
Sen·ices :\dministration in 1969 as Commissioner of the 
Federal Supply Ser,icc. From 1970 to 1972 he was Com
missioner of the Public Buildings Service in GSA and the 
first Deputy Administrator of GS:\ for Special Projects. 

He came to the General Scn·ices Administration after 
6 \'Cars in Penns\ h'ania State r;on:mment, where he was 
se~retarv of ad~inistration ai,d budget secretary tmdcr 
Go\'. R~\'mon<l P. Shafer, and deputy secretary for pro
curement, department of property and supplies, under 
Gm·. \Villiam W. Scranton. Prior to entering gmTrnment 
sen·ice, he was employed by the General Electric Co. for 
12 vears. 

i\fr. Samprnn was born on October 8, 1926, in Warrt'n, 
R.I. He recci\'ed his B.S. degree in business adminis
tration from the F niH'rsity of Rhode Island in 1951 and 
has done graduate work at the George \\'ashington 
Uni\'Cr.-ity. 

Acti,·e in senral professional organizations, i\fr. Samp
son was presented thr S\nngY III :\ward for outstanding 
contributions tm,·ard the ,Hh-anccmcnt of architecture liy 
the Society of :\mcriran Re_gistcrcd .\rchitects in 197'.!. 
In 19i3 he was srkctccl as one of the Top Ten Public 
\Vorks '.\[en of the Yrar, and he was named an honorary 
member of the .-\mcrican Institute of ,\rchitccts. 

He and his wife, Blanch~. ha,·e four children and reside 
in "'a,hington, D.C:. 

:'\OTE: For the Prrsich--nt's statrnwnt upon :1nnnunring- his intention 
to nomin:itc ~Ir. S.1mp:-011, .sc,.~ th1~ pn·ccding item. 

rThc \Vatcrgatc Investigation 

~tcmcnts by tire President. ,llay 22, 1973 

Recent news account, grO\ving out of testimony in the 
"'atergate imTstigations ha,-c gin·n grCKsly mi,lea<ling 
impressions of many of the facts, a, the)· relate both to my 
own ·role and tn certain unrelated actidties irl\'oldng na
tional security. 

Al reach. on the hasi.s of scconcl- and third-hand hcar,a,· 
tcstin1011,: b,· prrsons rithn corn-ictcd or thcmscl\'cs under 
im'C'stigatinn in the case, I han· found mYsclf accused of 
im·oh-cmcnt in acti,·itics I nn-cr hc,ird of until I read 
ahont them in news ,tccount,. 

Thc,e impre,sions could also lead tn a serious 111is1mckr
standing of those national scrnrity acti,·itics which. tlwugh 
totallv unrcl.1tcd tn \\'atcrgatc·. han' become e11L\nglcd in 
the c~se. The\· n>1dd lead to further compromise of scmi
tive national security information. 

I will not abandon my responsibilities. I will continue 
to do the job I was elected to do. 

In the accompanying statement, I ha,·e set forth the 
facts as I know them ,L, they relate to my own role. 

With regard to the specific allegations that have been 
made, I can and do state categorically: 

I. I . had no prior knowledge of the Watergate 
operation. 

2. I took no part in, nor wa., I aware of, any subsequent 
efforts that may have been made to cover up 
Watergate. 

3. At no time did I authorize any offer of executive 
clemency for the Watergate defendants, nor did I 
know of any such offer. 

4. I did not know, until the time of my own investiga
tion, of any effort to provide the Watergate defend
ants with funds. 

5. At no time did I attempt, or did I authorize others 
to attempt, to implicate the CIA in the Watergate 
matter. 

6. It was not until the time of my own investigation 
that I learned of the break-in at the office of Mr. 
Ellsberg's p,ychiatrist, and I specifically authorized 
the furnishing of this information to Judge Byrne. 

7. I neither authorized nor encouraged subordinates to 
engage in illegal or improper campaign tactics. 

In the accompan~-ing statement, I have sought to pro
vide the background that may place recent allegations in 
perspective. I ha,·e specifically stated that executive 
privilege will not he inrnked as to any testimony concern
ing po,sible criminal conduct or discussions of possible 
criminal conduct, in the matters under in\'estigation. I 
want the public to learn the truth about \\'atergate and 
those guilty of any illegal actions brought to justice. 

Allegations surrounding the Watergate affair have so 
escalated that I feel a further statement from the President 
is required at this time. 

A climate of sensationalism has dc\'cloped in which 
e,·en second- or third-hand hearsay charges are headlined 
as fact and repeated as fact. 

Important national security operations which them
sel\'es had no connection with Watergate have become 
entangled in the case. 

:\s a result. s0mc national securitv information has 
already been made public throu(!h court orders, through 
the subpoenaing of documents, and through tC!'timony 
witnesses ha,·c gi,·cn in judicbl and Congressional pro
ceedings. Other scnsiti,·e documents arc now threatened 
with tiisclosure. Continued silence ahout those operations 
would compromi,c rather than protect them, and would 
also scr.-e to pcrpetu;1tc a gr.ossly distorted ,·iew-which 
recent partial di,dosures have gin:n-of the nature and 
purpose of those operations. 
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record s h;i"ing hr.en renw,Td with the rh ;rngc of aclminis
tr;,.tions ) and which bore directly otl the ncgoti,ttions then 
in progrcs,. Addition al a,s ignmcnts incl11dcd tr;,.1:ing ~!own 
oth er nati on;,.! securi t, lc;,.ks, including one that scnously 
comp romised the U.S. ncgoti;,.ting position in the SALT 
talks. 

Th e work of the llnit tapered ofT around the end of 
1971. The nature of its work was such that it involved 
matters that, from a national securit y standpoint , .. were 

highly sensitive then and remain so today . 

The se intelligence activities had no connection with the 
break-in of the Democratic headquarters, or the aftermath. 

I comidered it my responsibility to sec that the Water
gate investigation did not impinge adversely 1_1pon the na 
tional security area. For example, on Apnl 18, 1973, 
when I learned that !\Ir. Hunt, a former member of the 
Special Investigations Unit at the ',\'hite House, v.:as to 
be questioned by the U.S. Attorney, I directed Assistant 
Attorney General Petcrsen to pursue eve~· issue in"olving 
\Vatergatc hut to confine his investigation to \Vatergate 
and related matters and to stay out of national security 
matters . Subsequently , on April 25, 1973, Attorney Gen
eral Kleindienst informed me that because the Go\ ·em
ment had clear evidence that Mr. Hunt was involved in 
the break-in of the office of the psychiatrist who had 
treated Mr. Ellsherg, he, the Attorney General, helic\ ·cd 
that despite the fact that no evidence had been obtained 
from Hunt's acts, a report should nevertheless he made to 
the court tr~fog the Ellsberg case. I rnncurred, and di
rected that the information be transmitted to Judge Byrne 
immediately. · 

\\' ATERGATE 

The burglary and hugging of the Democratic National 
Committee headquarter.; came as a complete surprise to 
me. I had no inklin" that anv such illegal activities had 
been planned by pe·;sons a.s.s~ciated wiih my campaign; 
i[ I had known, I would not have permitted it. My im
mediate reaction wa.s that those guilty should he brought 
to justice, and, with the five hurglar s themselves already 
in custody, I assumed that they would he. 

Within a £ew davs, however, I wa.s ach·ised that there 
was a possibility of °CI.·\ invol\'cment in some way. 

It did seem to me possihlc that , hcrau,c of the involve
ment of fom1er CI:\ personnel, and because of some of 
the ir apparent a5,so<'iations. the in\T<tigation could lead 
to the uncm ·ering of CO\'ert CIA operati ons tc_itally unre
lated to the Watergat e break-in. 

In addition, by this time, the nam e of Mr. Hunt had 
surfa ced in rcnrHTLion ,,·ith \Vatcrgat c, and I was alerted 
to the fact that he had previously ht'l'n a member of the 
Sp,:ci:d ln \'cstigati on, Un it in the \\'hit c House . Thrn·

forc, I was al:;o concerned that the \\'at crg:1te im..:., tigation 
migf1t ,,·ell lead to au inquiry into the acti\'itics of the 
Special Investigations Unit itself. 

Xn this area, I felt it wa,, important to a,·oid disclosure 
of the deta ils of the nation ;,! security matters with which 
the group was concerned. I knew that once the existence 
o[ the group became known. it ,.-ould le~d inexo:ably to 
a discussion of these matters, some of which remain, even 
today, highly sensitive. • 

I wanted justice done with regard to \Vatergate; hut m 
e scale of nation~! priorit!es with ~vhich I had to deal

and not at that time ha"mg any idea of the extent of 
political abuse which Watergate reflected-I al'iO had to 
he deeply concerned with ensuring that neither the cov~rt 
operations of the CIA nor the operatio~ o{ the Special 
Inve5tigations Unit should he comprom1se& )nerefore, 
I instructed Mr . Haldeman and i\Ir. Ehrlichman to ensure 
that the investigation of the break-in not expose either an 
unrelated covert operation of the CIA or the activities of 
the White House in\'cstigations unit-and to see that this 
was personally coordinated between General \\'alters, the 
Deputy Director of the ?IA, and Mr. G~y of the FI!L 
It was certainly not my intent, nor my wJSh, that them-

l vestigation of the Watergate break-in or of related acts 
~peded in any way. 

On July 6, 1972, I telephoned the Acting Director~£ 
the FBI, L. Patrick Gray, to congratulate him on his 
successful handling of the hijacking of a Pacific Southwest 
Airlines plane the prC\·ious day. During the convcr.;ation 
l\fr. Grav discu~ed with me the progress of the Water
ga te im·~tigation, and I asked him whether he had talked 
with General Walters. Mr . Gray said that he had, and that 
General Walters had as.sured him that the CIA was not 
involved. In the discus.sion. l\Ir. Gray sugg~ted that the 
matter of Wittergilte might lead higher. I told him to press 
ahead with his im·cstigation. . 

It now seems that litter, through wh.·lte\'er complex :,( 
indi"idual moth ·es and pos.silile n1isundcr..otandin~, there 
were apparently wide-ranging efforts to limit .the im.·es
ti,,ation or to conceal the possible im·oh-ement of members 
of the Admini stration and the campaign committee.. 

I was not aware of any such cfforL'-at the time. Neither, 
until after I began my own investigation. was I aware of 
anv fundraisincr for defendants com.;ctcd of the break-in 
~t Democratic headquarter.<. much less authorize an~-such 
fundraising. Nor did I authorize any offer of executi~-e 
clcmencY for anv of the clcfcnd:mts. 

In th~ weeks· and months that followed W'atergate. l 
a.st..cd for, and rcrcin:d. repcatcd a.ssur:mcc.s that )Ir. 
Dean 's own in\'cstigat io11 (which included re\'icwing files 
and sittin,: in on FBI i11tcl'\·ic" ·" with \\'hitc House per
~onncl) had cl,·arcd cH'ry,me then employed by the \\'hite 
House of im·oh-emcnt. 

In summan ·, then: 
(I) I had 

0

110 prior knowktl~e of tl:c \\'at.-r~ate bu~
~i11g opcrati, in. or nf any illegal sun.cilhn..:e acti, ·itics for 
political p11rpo,r .,. • . _ 

(2) Lon~ pri,,r l<> the 197:? ,·.unp.u!;n, 1 did set m 
motion certain intern.ti ,ccurit~· m<·.1..<urcs. induding}cg;i.l 

Vofu.,..• 9-Numb•r '11 
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Mr. DASH. At that meeting do you re<:all tha.t there -was a general 
discussion as to what happened, what information was current con
cerning the break-in and the relationship •with the committee? 

Mr. HALDE:\IAN. I have no specific recollection of the con~nts of that 
meet.ing but I am sure, that given the time situation, that it must have 
been in regard to tihe Watergate break-in. 

)fr_ DASH. Now, it is true, if you look at your record that during 
that period right after you get back there are about two or three meet
ings on different days. 

)fr. IlALDmIAN. Yes. 
)fr. DASH. I think you met with him on the 20th, on the 23d, and on 

the 26th. Does your record show that? 
)fr. lfaLDDL\N. I show-there is an example now of my log of 

,June ~O that does not show a meeting with those people that I have 
identified, that I have got in my summary here as a result of informa
tion from other sources. What my log shows is a meetin()' in John 
Ehr 1ic.hman's office which is all my secretary would know. §he didn't 
know who was in the meeting. 

)fr. DASH. Right. . 
:'.\fr. H.\.LDEMAN. I am sorry then you were going--
)fr. D.\SH. I was saying do you have a record of a meeting with :Oir. 

Dean on the 23d and again on the 26th after the meeting with him on . 
the 20th? 

)fr. HALDEMAN.Not in the log, no. The 23d? 
l\Ir. DASH. Yes. 
Mr. HALDDIAN. It doesn't show me I don't believe. 
Mr. DASH. Do you have it in the summary that you have received 

from ot.her sources? 
)Ir. HALDE::'tIAN. No; that doesnit show a meeting with Dean, either. 

I think I talked with Dean on the phone that day, that morning. I 
<fon~t beliere I met with him but I am not sure. 

)fr. DASH. You indicated in your earlier testimony that l\fr. Dean 
did give you a report of what happened and told you ~at that time that 
he had told you earlier about telling you after one of the meetings. 

Could you place in any one of those meetings when he told you? 
Mr. HALDnux. No: I can't. · 
l\fr. DASH. ·would it be your recollection that it would be during 

that week when you o-ot back? 
l\fr. HALDE:lf,\X. Not necessarily. no. As I say, the only meeting that 

I see with Dean during that week was the meeting in )Ir. Ehrlichman's 
office on the 20th apparently. 

)fr. DASH. Did the President eith er communicate with you or did 

. 
ou have a meeting with the President prior, shortly prior, to June 
~. 1972? 
)Ir. HALDE:'l[AN. I am sure I did. Do You want me to check? 
Mr. DASH. You met frequently with the President so you-
Mr. HAT,DE:IIAN. Yes,sir. 
·)fr. DAsn. So yon are pretty sure you can find such a meeting? 
Do you recall nrior to that meetinir on ,Tune 2:~. the President ha,·ing 

a discussion with vou concerning the im·estigation that would be on
!!oing with regard to the 1Vaterg-ate break-in and a concern he. had 
that such an inn~stigation by the FRI might include the work of the 
special im-estigating unit in the ,vhite House and also the CIA? 
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l\fr. HALDE:lL\N. Not prior to the 2.'3d. I do recall such on the 23d. 
Mr. DASH. On the 23d? 
l\fr. HALDE:lIAN. Yes, sir. . 
)fr. DASH. Was that on the 23d itself? 
Mr. HALDE:lIAN. Yes, sir. 
l\Ir. DASH. Is that ,vhat prompted your having a meeting with Mr. 

Helms and Mr. Walters on the 23d? 
:\Ir. HALDEMAN. Yes. 
l\Ir. DASH. And Mr. Haldeman, could you tell us what was the pur

pose of that meeting with lfr. Helms and l\lr. ·walters; what you said 
and what they said? 

l!r. H.<\LDEMAN. OK. 
lfr. DASH. To the best of your recollection. 
~Ir. lliLDE:lUN. I have covered that in my statement and I-I don't 

know how much detail you want to get into on that. I have made a 
more detailed statement ·before another Senate conunittee that is look
ing into this matter in considerable detail and I would be glad to read 
that statement or put it into your record. 

Mr. DASH. Let me just ask you this question because I think we do 
have your statement. 

,Mr. HALDEMAN. Yes, sir. 
Mr. DASH. And I think we also have your more detailed statement 

that has been submitted to us. -
Mr. HALDEMAN. OK. 
Mr. DASH. )-fr. 'Helms and Mr. Walters have recounted their recol

lection of the meetin~ and Mr. Walters has testified, and provided 
memo rand urns indicating- that at that meeting he was, in effect, ordered 
by you to go to see Mr. Gray and tell Mr. Gray that an investigation 
of the Water~ate matters might uncover CIA activities and, therefore, 
to restrict the investigation to such an extent as not to do that. 

Do you recall that such a conversation took place Y 
Mr. HALDEMAN. Well, without-I am not sure of the accuracy and I 

don't think .vou want to ~t into the specifics of. Mr. Walters' testi
mony. I think vou are asking for my recollection of that conversation. 

Mr. DAsH. Yes. 
:\fr. HALDUtAN. So without commenting on either of the accuracy 

of Mr. Walters' recollection or vour recitation of it. because he has 
given a number of different statements and depositions in this thing 
that make it rather comnlP.x, hut the meeting. one of the purposes of 
the meeting, as assigned to me by the President on the mom-ing of 
the 2~d when he told me to have, to have me and Ehrlichman to meet 
with 'J:?ir.ector Helms and Deputy Direct~r Walters, in addition to 
ascertammq- whether there was any CIA mvolvement, whether there 
was anv CIA concern abont earlier activities of people who had been 
arrested at the Watergate, was to tell the CIA Directors that the FBI 
had expressed concern that as to whether there was CIA involvement 
or nn~· impinirement. 

l\f r. DAsH. Did von know at that time Mr. Helms had actuallv fold 
Mr. Grav the dav before, on the 22d, that there was no· CIA 
involvement 1 . 

l\fr. HALDE)UX. I did not know that prior t-0 our meeting with 1\fr. 
Helms and )Ir. Walters. 
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is that the President was not directly involved himself and he was 
not told by anyone until March, when he intensified his own investiga
tion. Even then, he was given conflicting and unverified reports that 
made it impossible to determine the precise truth regarding ·water
gate or the coverup and, at the outset at least, he was relying primar
ily on one man, John Dean, who has admitted that he ·was a major par 
ticipant in the illegal and improper coverup, a fact unknown to the 
President until March 1973. 

Any attempt on my part at this time to try to identify those who 
participated in, directed, or knew of the illegal coverup would of ne
cessity be based totally on hearsay. 

CO:STAINME.c"iT 

There was a concern at the White House that activities which had 
been in no way related to Watergate or to the 1972 political campaign, 
and which were in the area of national security, would be compromised 
in the process of the Watergate investigation and the attendant pub
licity and political furor. The recent public disclosure of the FBI 
wiretaps on press and NSC personnel, the details of the Plumbers 
operat10ns, and so on, fully justifies that concern. 

r As a result of this concern and the FBI's request through Pat Gray 
to John Dean for guidance regarding some aspects of the \Vatergate 
in_vestigation, because of the possibility of CIA involvement, the Presi
dent directed John Ehrlichman and me to meet with the Director and 
Deputy Director of the CIA on June 23. \Ve did so and ascertained 
from them that there had not been any CIA involvement in the ·water
gate affair and that there was no concern on the part of Director Helms 
as to the fact that some of the Watergate participants had been in
volved in the Bay of Pigs operations of the CIA. vVe discussed the 
"\Vhite House ·concern regarding possible disclosure of r.cn-"\Vatergate
related covert CIA operations or other nonrelated national security 
activities that had been undertaken previously by some of the ·water
gate participants, and we requested Deputy Director ,v alters to meet 
with Director Gray of the FBI to express these concerns and to 
coordinate with the FBI, so that the FBI's area of investigation of 

Lthe vVatergate participants not be expanded into unrelated matters 
which could lead to disclosures of earlier national security or CIA 
activities. · 

·walters agreed to meet with Gray as requested. I do not recall 
having any other communication, or meeting, with ,valters , Helms, or. 
Gray on this subject. I did not, at this meeting, or at any other time, 
ask the CIA to participate in any "\Yatergate cove.rup, nor did I ever 
suggest that the CIA take any responsibility fort.he "\Vatergate break
in. I believe that the action I took with the CIA was proper~; according 
to the President's instructions, and clearly in the national interest. 

There were a nnmber of newspaper stories and allegations raised 
durin_g the pe_riod following the "\Vatergate break-in that posed new 
questions regarding the facts of "\Viitergate or related matters. ,vhen
e,·er any such cp1estions arose , the PI"{'sident won lcl again ask that the 
facts be aseertained and mr,de known publicly as completely and 
quickl y as possible, but foe re always seemed to· be some reasoi1 why 
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Treasurer of FCRP, had given to Gordon Liddy tb be converted to cash. 
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:Mr. l\hTCHELL. This was not collected, this was held except for one 
item, and I am sure. the staff is rn:uch more familiar with :\Ir. Stans' 
record than I am but I think he testified that the $75,000 was made up 
of $-:1:5,000 that he had in a safe deposit box that came from the 1968 
campaibrn. and $80,000 that had come from some Filipinos who were 
t-0 be returned; if I am not mistaken that is the $75,000 and he did not 
come to me on it. 

Senator TALMADGE. There was a great deal of testimony that this 
committee has had, as you know, about disbursement of funds, and we 
found that over a million dollars was disbursed in cash with no checks 
to support it or anything else. Some cash was bandied around in large 
amounts, and it was amazing to me that a man as able, a certified pub
lic acc-0untant, as Mr. Stans would let money be handled in such a 
loose fashion. You would concur that you ought not 1.-ick around a. mil
lion dollars in cash without accountability, wouldn't you? 

)fr. MITCHELL. I would subscribe to that wholeheartedly, in fact I 
would go down to half a million or a quarter of a million. 

Senator T AL::\B.DGE. Or even $1. 
)fr. l\I:rTCHELL. I agree with that. 
Senat-Or TAUIADGE. Now, you mentioned these Dahlberg and )fe:ri

can ch~cks. Mr. Stans tes~ified that you met with him on June 23, 1972, 
regardmg those checks, 1,; that a correct statement'? 

Mr. l\I:rTcUELL. Yes, sir. If I remember correctly, Mr. Stans and I 
had lunch on that day and we had a further meeting which has been 
totally screwed up in the testimony here on the 24th. 

Senator TAL)IADGE. Do you want to try to correct it 1 
Mr. :MITCHELL. I would be delighted because of the various versions 

and it was a matter of some concern of this committee because of the 
implication thait )Ir. Stans was brought into the picture of having in
formation about the ,vatergate, which is not true. 

With respect to the 23d, to the best of my h.'Jlowledge it does show 
that. l\Ir. Stans and I had lunch in my diary. Now the 24-th. this is the 
sequel of rtrhe Mardi,an-LaRue debriefing or interviewing of Liddy and 
the information they got from Magruder's involvement with Liddy 
in the payment of money and it resulted in Mardian going to talk to 
Magmder, and getting this story thaJt it was only $40,000 at the most 
that I could have given Liddy or whatever the number was $40,000 or 
$50,000, and t,his, of course, was quite contrary to what ~Ir. Liddy had 
told Mr. l\fordi,an. 

So Mardian came up and got my secreta '1 to get Sloan in from his 
house into the office; the 24th being a Satm clay where there was this 
confrontation and, by the way, I would like to interpolate here that 
this is the only meeting that I ever had with Hugh Sloan at any time 
aft~r June 17 and it wasn',t in connection with his going to the FBI 
as he fras testified to. 

The meeting took place with Mardian, Magruder. and Sloan, in 
which Magruder was saying, "'Vell, it couldn:t have been more than 
$40,000 or $50,000': and Sloan was saying, "It is much. much more than 
that. But I won",t tell you because I am going to have to talk to Mr. 
Stans." 

And this is. by the way, where I will also have to put the record 
straight. Sloan was a pretty low individual_ on that particular day and 
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Senator GuRNEY. Did you have any phone calls? 
Mr. STANS. None that my records show. 
Senator GURNEY. Do you recall any? 
1fr. STANS. I do not recall any. 
Senator GuRNEY. At some point in time, of course, you learned, as 

we all have, about Watergate, the people who were the key people in 
it and to the best of vour recollection when did you learn about 
Watergate and who were the key people in it and from whom? 

Mr. STANS. The first thing I learned about Watergate, to the best 
of mv recollection was on June 23 when I received a call from Fred 
La Rue, as I testified yesterday, and he said: "Do you know Kenneth 
Dahlberg?" , 

And I said: "Yes, I know Kenneth Dahlberg very well." 
He said: "Well, did you know that his contribution ended up in 

the bank account of one of the fellows who was arrested in the 
Watereate?" 

And~I said: "To the best of my knowledge Mr. Dahlberg didn't 
make a contribution, particularly in that amount of money that you 
mentioned." 

He said: "Well, we had better talk about it." 
So he came down to my office and we reviewed the situation. I 

recalled, of course, the circumstances under which Dahlberg had given 
us the check, and we called Dahlberg on the phone and ~ot him to 
come to Washington to review the whole matter. That 1s my first 
knowledge of the Watergate situation. 

Senator GuRNEY. Did you ever discuss it with John Mitchell at any 
time near this point in time? That is June 17. 

Mr. STANS. Well, I would be sure that I discuss-cl this with John 
Mitchell on a number of occasions and my records show that the first 
time I talked to John Mitchell after the 17th was on the 23d when we 
had lunch in his office. I am not sure what the conversation was about. 
Whenever I met with Mitchell I usually had a list of five or six things to 
talk about. I would not presume that we didn't talk about the Water
gate. I am sure it was a subject of interest but certainly not about who 
and when and why. 

Senator GURNEY. Did La.Rue come to you in January 1973, this 
year, and ask vou for the names of some of the larger contributors to 
the campaign? 

Mr . STANS. Yes; I reported that to the staff of the committee. He 
asked me for the riames of some contributors to whom he might go 
for money for a ·white House project. 

Senator GuRNEY. What was the project? 
Mr. STANS. He didn't tell me. 
Senator GURNEY. Did you ask him? 
Mr . STANs: No; I did not. :\fr. La.Rue again was a man of high 

standing in the campaign. He had been assistant to John :Mitchell. 
There were no revelations at that time involving him in anything 
and I had total confidence in anything Mr. La.Rue told me. 

Senator GURNEY. Have you ever conferred with John :\Iitchell, 
1Iagruder, Haldeman, Ehrlichman, Dean or anybody else on the cover
up of Watergate? 

Mr . STANS. I have no recollection of nnv discussion with anvone 
about the coverup on the ·watergate until-nfter the disclosures "that 
have occurred within the last 2 months. · 
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checks, $89,000 drawn on a Mexican bank account. I think it is time 
for you in your own words to describe what you know about that, what 
you did about it, and who you discussed the matters about it with. 

Mr. STANS. I will be happy to tell you because I do not think the full 
story has ever been told in one place before. This is my recollection of 
the sequence of events. 

On April 3 of last year, I received a telephone call from Bill Liedtke, 
who was then our finance chairman in the State of Texas. He said, "I 
have a U.S. citizen residing in Texas, who is a propsective contributor 
for $100,000, but he wants to give it in U.S. funds that are now in 
Mexico. Is this legal?" . 

I said, "I am quite sure it is, but let me check again and I will call 
you back." 

I checked with our counsel, found out it was perfectly legal for a 
U.S. citizen to give any foreign funds he wanted, and called back to 
Liedtke and told him so. 

Xow, the next thing that I knew about the transaction was after 
April 22, when I came back from a vacation, and at a meeting I 
learned from Mr. Sloan that on April 5, :Mr. Liedtke's representative, 
Roy Winchester, had brought to Washington to the committee 
$100,000 in the form of a contribution from an unnamed person; that 
it was in the form of checks drawn on American banks by a Mexican 
bank; that he was not sure how to handle checks of that nature; and 
that he set them aside. They had clearly arrived before the change in 
the law on April 7. He set them aside to talk to counsel for the com
mittee and did so the following week. 

The committee counsel suggested that they be reconverted into 
cash, into dollars, and took the checks from Sloan for that purpose. 

So when I got back from my vacation, as I said, I fotmd out about 
the checks, I found out he had given them to counsel, and I found out 
that the proceeds .of the checks had not yet been returned .. 

At this point, I was of the understanding that the four checks 
totaled $100,000, and I did not know until I read in Time maga
zine somewhere along the line there that the four checks totaled only 
$89,000 and that $11,000 of the $100,000 was in currency. 

Now, from here on, I have to quote what Mr. Sloan said, because I 
had not seen the checks nor did I see the proceeds of the checks come 
back to him. But according to him, the proceeds of the checks came 
back to him less a collection fee of $2,500 that was imposed on it, and 
he held the money and included it in a bank deposit that was made on 
May 25. 

Now, that is my recollection of the transaction. You may have other 
questions about it. 

G 
Mr. EomsTEN. No, I will leave those for the Senators. 
lVIr. STANS. I would like to point out, though, that the General 

Accounting Office has con.eluded that the funds were properly received 
before April 7 and that there was no requirement to report them. 

Mr. Eo:\JlsTEN. Now, what did you have to do with the so-called 
Dahlberg check? Yon received checks, did you not, from l\lr. Dahl~ 
berg? 

:Mr. STA:sis. Yes. :'day I recite the details of that transaction as I 
understand it? 

l\fr. Eo:\IISTEN. Yes. 
l\Ir. STA:-;s. Kenneth Dahlberg, as I recollect it, wns a member of 

the early finance committee ,Yorking in the State of l\Iinnesota and 
Dwayne Andreas wns a Miunc:;ota resident who also had a plnce of 
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living in Florida, in a hotel that he owned. As I understand it from 
Dahlberg, somewhere around as early as January, Andreas said: "I 
want to help the President's campaign and I will give you $25,000 
·when you get around to it." He confirmed that to Dahlberg in 
February. 

In March, on the 12th, and this I get from Andreas, he decided to 
get the money in hand and he decided to make the contribution in 
cash because he was a close friend of Hubert Humphrey and a con
tributor to Humphrey's campaign as well as a friend of the President, 
and he wanted to achieve all the anonymity he could achieve. 

On March 12, he instructed his secretary to gM together $25,000 
oi money, which he did, from a tax-paid account, and put it in an 
envelope to be given to Mr. Dahlberg on the 15th of 1farch at a. 
meeting of a board of directors of a bank of which both Dahlberg and 
Andreas were directors. Unfortunately, on the 14th, Dahlberg found 
suddenly that he had to go to Europe to deal with the affairs of an 
affi.liated company there, and he could not attend the meeting. So 
Andreas continued to hold the money in an envelope. 

On the 5th of April, having in mind the change in the law that 
would take place in the next day or so, Andreas, in Florida, called 
Dahlberg in Minnesota and said: 

I still have that money. I would like to give it to you before the change in the 
law; can you pick it up? . 

And Dahlberg said: 
I cannot get down there before the 7th. I will get down there on the 7th and 

arrange it to pick it up. 

Andreas said: 
Well, I want the contribution to be made now, made effective now. So I will 

put it in an envelope in your name and put in the safe deposit box in the hotel 
in your name. You can pick it up whenever you are ready, but I want the under
standing between ypu and me that title has passed and it is your money and yon 

,. accept it as of today. 

Dahlberg said, "I do," and called me and relayed the transaction, 
and I advised him on the basis of legal ad "vice that I had already 
received that a commitment of that nature was properly a contribu
tion before April 7 and when received would not have to be reported. 

On April 7, Dahlberg went to the hotel in Florida, but arrived too 
late t 1 pick up the money because the safe deposit box had been closed. 
He talked to· Andreas on the 8th and arranged for the two to get 
together on the 9th, and at Dahlberg's request, Andreas took the 
money out of the safe deposit box and delivered it to Dahlberg on 
the 9th. 

On the 10th, Dahlberg bought a cashier's check for that because he 
did not want to carry that amount of money around with him from 
Florida to Washington, where he was due on the 11th for a meeting of 
all of our State finance people on our committee. 

On the 11th, at an intermission in the meeting, Dahlberg endorsed 
the check and handed it to me, with the explanation that, "This is 
the money from Andreas." And I had a full accounting of the sequence 
of the transaction up to that date. 

I thereupon, the same day, ns quickly n;; possible, gave the check 
to the treasurer, explained to him the background that this wtis money 
that had been contributed before the 7th, and asked him to determine 
the accounting handling of the check. 
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The treasurer, not being sure, discussed it with the general counsel 
for the committee and the general counsel suggested that he take the 
check and convert it into cash. The treasurer gave him the check. 

Now, again, I can report what the treasurer has said, that he did 
riot get the proceeds of the check back until some time in ~lay. He 
received them in full and they were deposited in a bank account on 
~fay 25. 

Now, as to those two transactions and several others in a similar 
category, we treated that as cash on hand on April 7 and reported it 
in the report of the media Committee To Re-Elect the President, in 
the amount of $350,000, and that exact amount of $350,000 was de
po:;;ited in that committee's bank account on :\lay 25. We felt that we 
had complied with every requirement of the law as to the handling 
and reporting of that money; we had accounted for it fully. 

The General Accounting Office subsequently cited our committee 
for a possible violation of the law in failing to report the $25,000. But 
the Department of Justice, in a letter some months later, concluded 
that there was no violation of the law in the handling of that trans-
action. · 

11r. Eo:msTEN. Mr. Stans, when was the first time that you learned 
that these checks had cleared through a bank account of Bernard 
Barker? · 

Mr. STANS. It was well after the Watergate event of June 17. 
Mr. EmnsTEN . Now, shortly after that, did you have any discus

sions with Mr. John Mitchell or anyone at the White House concerning 
any of these checks during the week immediately following? 

Mr. STANS. I don't recall any specific conversation with John 
Mitchell, but I do recall a conversation with Freel La.Rue and subse
quently with Robert Mardian. 

Mr. EDMISTEN. What did you talk about? 
Mr. STANS. As I recall it, it was the morning of the. 23d of June, 

which was 6 days after the Watergate affair. I received a phone call 
from Fred LaRue, saying, "Do you know Kenneth Dahlberg?" 

And I said, "I certainly do." 
He said, "Well, his contribution ended up in a bank account of one 

of the fellows who was arrested." 
I said, "Dahlberg didn't make a contribution." 
He said, "Well, it is his check." 
So he came down and we discussed it and concluded that, in some 

manner or other, Dahlberg's check roust ha,·e reached the bank 
account of Bernard Barker. 

We called Dahlberg and discussed it with him, got him to Wash
ington on that same day, met with him, and he met with LaRue and 
I think with Mardian, and got all the facts of the transaction in hand. 

L 
It was clear that neither Dahlberg nor I nor Hugh Sloan had anything 
to do with the checks, that check or the Mexican checks, entering the 
Barker bank account. They could only haw gotten there through. the 
hands of our general counsel, Gordon Lidd~·, who had taken them mto 
his custodv. 

Mr. Eo;USTEN. :'.\Ir. Stans, I am going to skip along, I don't ,rnnt 
to encroach on the committee. At one time did you approYe or consent 
to giving ;\[r. Fred LnRue $80,000? . 

;\fr. STA'.\S. Yes, I did. Would you like to know the background of 
that? 
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I:. Senator TALMADGE. Then that raises this questi?'f:, ~fr. Sta~s: Why. 
· 1d you allow Mr. Sloan, contrary to your exphc1t mstructlons, to 

asually report to you only several weeks later the deposit of the 
$25,000 check received from Mr. Dahlberg and $89,000 check in 
Mexican bank checks? 

Mr. STANS. Well, Senator, I fairly well covered that in my testimony 
yesterday. 

The fact is that I was not aware that the Mexican bank checks had 
even been received until I got back from my vacation around the 24th 
of April. The fact also is that the record shows that, before I went on 
that vacation, I left a memorandum of things to be done by the staff, 
and one of the items was a request for Mr. Sloan to balance up his 
cash as soon as possible. 

Now, Mr. Sloan had given those checks to 1fr. Liddy, he followed 
up with Mr. Liddy and I think his testimony is that he followed up 
several times, and Liddy said, "It takes time to get that money back." 

:\Ir. Sloan did get the money back in early or mid-May and deposited 
it. 

L 
I think the followup was as thorough as we could have expected it 

to be. 
Senator TALMADGE. But you got the Dahlberg check personally, 

I believe, did you not? 
Mr. STANS. Yes, it went through my hands, and I had it for a 

short time on the 11th of April. 
Senator TALMADGE. Mr .. Stans, are you telling--
Mr. STANS. I think, Senator, what you are bringing out is the 

difference in the function between the chairman and the treasurer. 
I raised the money-he had no part in soliciting contributions. He 
did the bookkeeping and the accounting and I had no part of that, 
and once I turned a check over to Mr. Sloan, I had every reason to 
assume that it would be handled in due course and only when I 
learned abouth things that were not handled in due course--as that 

.. Abel check-did I raise questions with Mr. Sloan about it. 
Senator TALMADGE. Are you telling us, Mr. Stans, that as a cer

tified public accountant, a member of the Accountants Hall of Fame, 
former Secretary of Commerce, and who further had been personally 
selected by the President to be the Director of the Budget and di
rector of the committee to raise $50 million for his reelection campaign 
Y?'! intended all this money to be spent without any of your super
v1s10n and control? 

Mr. STANS. No, I am not telling you that at all, Senator. I did 
exercise some supervision and control. I got a daily report of all the 
contributions received which I looked over every day. I indicated to 
the extent that I knew people personally their first names so that the 
letter of acknowledgement and appreciation would be a first-name 
basis. 

I got reports from time to time, I had a daily staff meeting, I saw 
the summaries of the reports that were filed witli the General Account
ing Office. So I did exercise supervision but I did not, Senutor, have 
anything to do with the day-to-day work of the treasurer's office . 
. Senator TAUIADGE. Now, you realize thnt the reporting net went 
mto effect on April 7, 1972, do you not? 

Mr. STANS. Thnt is correct. 
Senator TALMADGE. And n very stringent law? 
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Mr. SLOAN. I kno,v Texas, but whether it was just restricted to 
Texas, I am not sure. 

Senator ERVI::-.. You do not know from your own knowledge, of 
course, whether they came from fund raising or whether they came 
from correspondence? 

Mr. SLoAx. As I recall, all the checks were individual checks. The 
cash funds-I might explain. There was a listing in the briefcase, the 
total amount which equaled the total amount in the briefcase. In<lfrid
ual names were associated ·with each of those items. 

Senator ERVIN. Were any checks brought at that time in addition 
to these four Mexican checks? 

Mr. SLOAN. Oh, yes, sir. 
Senator ERVIN. I thought that the rest was in cash. Was I mistaken 

in that? 
:Mr. SLOAN. Yes, sir. I think a large proportion of it was in personal 

checks from contributors. 
Senator ERVIN. I would like to hand you a check that purports to 

be drawn on the First Bank and Trust Co. of Boca Raton, a cashier's 
check, to the order of Kenneth H. Dahlberg.* I hand that to you and 
ask if you can identify that? 

Mr. SLOAN. Yes, sir; that appears to be accurate. 
Senator ERVIN. When did that check reach the office of the Com

mittee To Re-Elect the President? 
Mr. SLOAN. I did not know when Secretary Stans received it. I 

believe he turned it over to me sometime in the week following April 7. 
Senator ERVIN. This check was not dated, this cashier's check w,1s 

not dated until April 10, 1972, 3 days after the new law went into 
effect. 
· Mr. SLOAN. Secretary Stans, in giving that check to me, told me it 

represented pre-April 7 funds. 
Senator ERVIN. The committee proceeded upon the advice of Mr. 

Liddy to the effect that if somebody promised them money before 
April 7, or they had agreed to make a disbursement before April 7, 
that that did not have to be reported-is that so'? 

Mr. SLOAN. I believe that is correct, Senator. 
Senator ERVIN. Now, what happened to these four l\'lexican 

checks--
1fr. SLOAN. Senator, excuse me. In response to that other question, 

presumably, Mr. Liddy gave his advice to Secretary Stans. He did not 
specifically give that advice to me. It was represented that ,vay to me 
by Secretary Stans. 

Senator ERVIN. In other words, 1Ir. Stans told you that ~Ir. 
Dahlberg's check had been receiYed somewhere under some cir
cumstances by somebody before April 7, and, therefore, even though it 
had not reached the committee or any person authorized to receh·e 
Funds on behalf of the committee, that it ,vas receh·ed before April 7'? n Mr. SLOAX. ~ly understanding was that :\Ir. Kenneth Dahlberg, 

ho was an authorized representati,·e of the committee, had received 
from ::\Ir. Dwnvne Andreas. As to the exact circumstance of that ar

rangement, I do i10t know. 
Senator ERvrx. ,vere not the four :\IPxican checks and the Dahl

berg check depo:;itc<l in a b:rnb.. in ~[i:rn1i, Fl,l.'? 
• The document ref~m'<I to was later markl'd exhibit Xo. ~.; on p. 631. 
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I lVfr. SLOAN. That is what I understood happened to them, Senator. 
1..-JJ:, was certainly not under my instructions. 

Senator ERVIN. Can you explain to the committee why the checks 
were transmitted from Washington to Miami and deposited in a bank 
in Miami to the credit of Bernard L. Barker? 

Mr. SLOAN. I have no idea, Senator. 
Senator ERVIN. Would vou not infer from those circumstances that 

somebody that had something to do with the checks did not want 
anybody to know about receiving the checks and wanted to hide them? 

Mr. SLOAN. Senator, my understanding when I received them was a 
judgment had been made that they were pre-April 7 contributions 
and, therefore, were not required to be reported. I did turn them over 
to :Mr. Liddy to have them converted to cash. He handled them from 
there. Why he gave them to Mr. Barker, I have no idea. 

Senator ERVIN. Well, even though they did not have to be reported, 
can you inform us why, instead of being put in the safe in the com
mittee office, why they were sent down to Florida? 

Mr. SLOAN. I do not know why they went to Florida, Senator. The 
reason for the conversion of those checks to cash was to attempt to 
comply with the spirit of the old law of distributing an individual's 
contribution in $3,000 increments among pre-April 7 committees. But 
as those bank accounts had been closed out, the only way to do this 
was by converting it to cash and counting that cash as a transfer as 
cash on hand in the Media Committee To Re-Elect the President. It 
was reported in that figure. 

Senator ERVIN. I am a little mystified. How could it comply with 
the old law with reference to the receipt of $3,000 or less in cash by 
having $114,000 deposi ted in the bank account of Bernard L. Barker 
in Miami, Fla.? n r. SLOAN. Senator, I do not know any circumstances surrounding 

deposit of the checks in Mr. Barker's account. That was not my 
nt in turning those checks over to Mr. Liddy. 

Senator ERVIN. Who in~tructed you to turn them over to ).fr. 
"Liddy? 

Mr. SLOAN. I believe I took them to Mr. Liddv in response to the 
conversation of Secretary Stans. He asked me, do· we have any prob
lem in handling these? I told him ldid not know; I would check .vith 
counsel. His recommended wav of handling this was a diversion to 

U h. H~ off~red at that time to ·handle that transa_?tion for me. It ~ook 
m until m1d-l\Iay to return those funds to me m cash form, mmus 

ghly $2,500 expenditure. · 
enator ERVIN. I hate to make comparisons, but I would have to 

say on that, Mr. Liddy in one respect was like the Lord, he moves 
in mysterious ways his wonders to perform. [Laughter.] 

Now, as a matter of fact, do you not know that some of the funds 
that were drawn out, that represented proceeds of these checks 
which were drnwn ·out of the :Miami bank on 1Ir. Barker, were found 
in the possession of some of the people who were caught in the burglary 
at the Watergate? 

:Mr. SLOAN. I have since learned that; yes, sir. 
Senator ERVIN. How lono- was it after the break-in before vou 

learned that? 
0 

~ 
Mr. SLOAS. I believe not that specific reference, but the foct that 

these men had been found with $100 bills in their possession cnme out 
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32,7 JOHN MITCHELL LOG, JUNE 23, 1972 

Mr . _Xi t chc~l - -_Fr~ ~a~ , _Ju ~~ 2~ •. 1972 
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2:20 

2:30 
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3:00 

3:10 
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3:l ; Q 

3:50 
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AG a tt. ended. \,'h ite P.ouse n:ee ting. 

AG ret. to office 

AG SA!, J\la rdian, La Rue and Nag ruder 

AG attended White House meeting 
Presi d ential Surrogates Briefing 

AG ret. to office 

AG SA\·! Sen ator Sears 

AG spoke with Nr. Stans 

AG SA\·.' F red LaR1-•e 

' • 
Mrs. Peg~y Ebbi~t r e t. AG's call and t. 

AG SA~·! Nr. St ans 

Mr. Ka lmb c.ch ret. AG's call and t. 

AG re .t. Sec y Jiu t z call and t. 

AG r, ~t. J\:r. Tim.,-nons call and t. 

AG c a lled R~_gy,y Ebhi_!.£_ a nd t. 

AG SAW Fr ed LaRcJe a nd Bob Mar dian 

Hr. FL:>.n~'._j.:.gan ret. AG's call and t. 

AG c a lled Mr. Ed \•!e .isl 

1\C c ,, 1_ lcd ;,,rr . Tin rc,o,1s an c1 t. 
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33. At approximately 1: 30 p. m. on June 23, 1972 pursuant to the 

President's prior directions, H. R. Haldeman, John Ehrlichman, CIA 

Director Helms and Deputy CIA Director Walters met in Ehrlichman's 

office. Helms assured Haldeman and Ehrlichman that there was no CIA 

involvement in the Watergate and that he had no concern from the CIA's 

viewpoint regarding any poss i ble connections of the Watergate per

sonnel with the Bay of Pigs operation. Helms told Haldeman and 

Ehrlichman that he had given this assurance directly to Acting FBI 

Director Gray. Haldeman sta t ed that the Watergate affair was creating 

a lot of noise, that the invc:?stigation could lead to important people, 

and that this could get worse . Haldeman expressed concern that an 

FBI investigation in Mexico might uncover CIA activities or assets. 

Haldeman stated that it was the President's wish that Walters call on 

Gray and suggest to him that it was not advantageous to push the 

inquiry, especially into Mex:ic:o. According to Ehrlichman, the Mexican 

money or the Florida bank ac count was discussed as a specific example 

of the kind of thing the President was evidently concerned about. 

Following this meeting, Ehrlichman advised Walters that 

John Dean was followin~ the Watergate matter on behalf of the White 

House. 

33.1 John Ehrlichman log, June 23, 1972 (received 
Page 

from SSC) . .......................................... 377 

33 • 2 1Vernon Walters t estimony, 9 SSC 3404-05 ••••••••••••• 37 8 

33. 3 Vernon WaltP.rs memoran<lum for record, June 28,, 
1972, SSC Exhibit No. 101, 7 SSC 2948-49 •••••••••.•. 380 
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33. 2 VERNON TvALTERS TESTIMONY, AUGUST 3, 1973, 9 SSC 3404-05 

3404 

C'rtmeral WALTERS, I was the Defense attache to France. 
Mr. DASH. How long were you in that position? 
General 1VALTERS. Four and a half years. 
:Mr. DASH. Prior to your joining the CIA could you just briefly tell 

us what contacts, if any, you have had with the President of the United 
States, President Nixon 1 

General 1VALTERS. :My first contact with President Nixon was when 
he was Vice President. I was detailed to accompany him on a trip 
around South America. I went to eight countries with him and served 
as interpreter, translator, and aide at that time. In two of those coun
tries I was in the car with Mr. Nixon when extreme violence was en
countered, mob violence, and if I were to tdl this committee that I 
did not feel admiration and respect for the courage and calmness :Mr. 
Nixon showed at that time, I would not be teIIing you the whole truth. 

Subsequently, I saw-I did not work for Mr. Nixon again during 
the period between the time he left the Vice Presidency and the time 
he became President, I saw him perhaps two or three times in those 
8 years. 

After he became President I went on two or three of the trips abroad 
he took to countries where I spoke the language and could translate for 
him. I have not had any private conversation with the President since 
I became Deputy Director of the Central Intelligence Agency; that is, 
ince May 2. 

l' r. DASH. Shortly after you became Deputy Director of the Central 
Intelligence Agency, did you attend a meeting at the 'White House 
with Mr. Haldeman, Mr. Ehrlichman, and Director Helms on June 23, 
1972~ 

General WALTERS. Yes, I did. 
l\fr. DA'SH. Could you tell us how that meeting was arranged? 
General WALTERS. During the morning of ,Tune 23 I receiwd a phone 

call, I do not recall exactly how, telling me that I was to be there at 
:Mr. Ehrlichman's office on--

1\fr. DASH. You say you received a telephone call~ 
General WALTERS. Yes. 
J\Ir. DASH. From whom?. 
General Wa\LTERS. I do not know whether I r('cein•d it pPrsonallv 

or my secretary r('ceived it just stating I was to be at l\[ r. Ehrlichman's 
office from l\fr. Helms. it rnav have come from ::\[r. Helms' secn~b1T 
at 1 :30 that afternoon. l\fr. Helms and I went downtown. we did not 
l..11ow what the subject of tlw meeting was. We had lunch together and 
at 1 :30 we went to ]\fr. Ehrlichman's office. 

l\fr. DASH. All right. No,..·. will rnn to the hPst of -vonr recollection. 
relatf' the discussion that was had at that meeting?. Bv the wav. who 
could yon say actuallv was doin<: most of thP talking at the meeting-? 

Gen~ral W.,T.TERS. I lwlieYe )fr. Tfo l<lemnn Vias doing nparh· all of 
the talkin,g-. T do not recall )fr. Ehrlichman adua11:-,: pnrtieipating 
actiwlY in the conversation. 

~fr. D,sn. Now. 1Yonld ,·nn rPlntc- to thP committPP 11·hat 1fr. 1faldP
man said :mrl what von or )rr. TT\•1ms said? 

(}pnpral w,r.TERS. 1fr. HaJc'{pman said that t1w lm!!gin!Y of the 
'\Yatp1·,!!atP. was creating a lot of noisP. that tlw opposition \Y;1,:; :1tt,,mpt
in~ to maximizP this. tk1t tlw FHT wns i1m,;;ti!!:1tin•! th;,:; :11111 flh' ]parls 
miD:ht ]p:1d tn ::;i1111p imporhrnt 1wop],,. an,11w tlw11 :1skrd )fr, Tfrlms 
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33.2 VERNON WALTERS TESTIJ,.fJNY, AUGUST 3, 19?3, 9 SSC 3404-05 

3405 

Lwhat the Agency connection was. :Mr. Helms replied quite em. phatically 
that there was no Agency connection and )fr. Haldeman said that 
nevertheless, the pursuit of the FBI investigation in Mexico might 
:uncover some CIA activities or assets. 

Mr. Helms said that he had told Mr. Gray on the previous day, the 
Acting Director of the FBI, that there was no Agency involvement, 
that none of the investigations being carried out by the FBI were in 
any way jeopardizing any Agency activity .. Mr. Haldeman then said: 

Xevertheless, there is concern that these investigations-this investigation in 
)Ienco, may expose some covert activity of the CIA, and it has been decided that 
General Walters will go to Director Gray, Acting Director Gray, and tell him 
that the further pursuit of this iJ:n·estigation in Mexico-

.And I wish to emphasize that the only question of investigation 
im·oh-ed was Mexico--
the investigation in Mexico, could jeopardize some assets of the Central Intelli
gence Agency. 

Again Mr. Helms said he: was not aware of any activity of the 
Agency that could be jeopardized by this. Mr. Haldeman repeated: 

Xevertheless, there is concern that the further pursuit of this investigatfon will 
uncover some activity or assets of the CIA in Mexico and it has been decided that 
yon will go and tell this-

Addressed to me-
you will tell this to Acting Director Gray. 

Mr. DASH. But, Mr. Walters, could it have been that Mr. Haldeman 
asked you or Mr. Helms to go to Mr. Gray and-to first inquire at the 
CIA. whether or not there might be some problem at the CIA if there 
was an investigation ·in Mexico, rather than saying it was decided that 
you should go. 

General WALTERS. I do not recall it being put in a question form. It 
was put in a directive form. 

Mr. DASH. In other words:, you understood that to be a direetion. 
General WALTERS. I understood that to be a direction and since Mr. 

Haldeman was very close to the top of the governmental structure of 
the United States, and as Mr. Helms testified yesterday, the "White 
House has a great deal of information that other people do not have. 
I had been with the Agency ·apl?roximately 6 weeks at the time of this 
meeting. I found it quite conceivable that Mr. Haldeman might have 
some information that was not available t-0 me. 

Mr. DASH. And you did not feel it appropriate at that time to inquire 
of Mr. Haldeman why it was that he was directing you to go to ~fr. 
Gray and tell that to Mr. Gray1 . 

General ·WALTERS. ·No; I did not. If I had felt there was any impro
.,_, ,priety in this request I would have given him the same answer I later 

gave Mr. Dean, that I would resign rather than do it. 
Mr. DASH. By the wa.y, did you wonder why it was that Mr. Halde

man said it was decided that you, General vValte.rs, should go to see 
Mr. Gray and not Director Helms~ 

General WALTERS. Yes, I did. A number of hypotheses crossed my 
mind. I thought perhaps he thinks I am military and a lot of people 
have the mistaken belief that military obey blindly. I thought he 
might have heard reports that there had been some friction in the past 
between the FBI and the CIA, and perhaps since l\Ir. Gray was new 
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33. 3 VERNON WALTERS MEMORANDUM, JUNE 28, 19?2, SSC EXHIBIT NO. 101 
7 SSC 2948-49 ' 

2948· 

EXHIBIT No. 101 

.28 June 1972 

lvtEl.lORANDUM FOR RECORD tJ 

On June 23 at 1300 on request I called with Director Helms 
on John Ehrlichman and Roqert I-Ial,foma11 in Ehrlichman' s office 
at the White House. 

Haldeman said that the "bugging" affair at the Democra.tic 
National Committ~e Hqs at the Watergate Apartments had made 
a lot of noise and the Democrats were trying to maximize it. 
The ·FBI had been called in and was investigating the matter. 
The investigation was leading to a lot of important people .and 
this could get worse. He asked what the !=Onnect:.on with the . 
Agency was and the Director repeated that there was none. 
Haldem;>cn s;,_id that the whole affair was getting embarrassing 
and it was the .President's wish that Walters call o~ Acting FBI 
Director Patrick Gray and suggest to him that since the five 
suspects had been arrest<::?d that this should be sufficient and 
that it was not advantag<?ous to have the enquiry pu.sh<!d, ~speciall}• 
in ~le:dco, etc. 

Dirccto ,· H.::lms said foat he hacftall~ed to Gray on the previous 
da, and h~cl mad e plai;;i to nim that the A~ency was not behind this 
tnattc \', that it w as not connected. w i th it and none of the suspects 
was wor!.ing {or, nor had worked for the A gency in the l;_,_s.t two 
yc:1.'!.· j. iii!. h~d t,Jld C1:ct? that non..! of his ia v esti.gi!.t:io:1:J •.·t;i.J 

touching any co• : e i·t ·p r oj ects of the A;ency, cun·er.i: or ongoinJ?. 

1-<atdcm;, _a th•~n ,;tatcd tb.at I could tdl Gra• : that t had tal'.,cr! 
to the ,~."hit~·! Hr::.!;.,;.~ and sug;i!S~ th.i t th ~ iav·-:!sti~~:it!.,>n not b-c: push.~~ 
{u ·;:the i... Gra~' ,•: ,ni.ld h :~"? rcceptivr, a~ he v.:.:iJ look in~ for guidance 
in the nt;?.ttr!l". 

·r11 ..... [li t·~":t;;,r xcpe~tl.!cl t:h~t t:H: t\g c •,cy ,:,~a~ tlnconnectt.?cl \vith the 
rnat!et-. I then ,;2, .... ~.; f:, hlk to Ci,·;•.~· a~ d! ,·,'.t:kt:. Eh~·lkhm .1!1 

i:-:"':'!i\!.11 c c ·~~d do t :,is soon ~"..r~,t ! sai, ~ ! "vo :t.11 try ::o ... !o it todr:'ly. 
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Upon l<'aving the Whit:: House I discussed the matter briefly 
y;ith the Di i:c•ctor. On returning to the of!ice I called Gray, 
indic;1ted th,\t. this was a matter of some urgency, and he agreed 
to ~ce me at 1430 th~t day •. 

Vernon A, Walters 
Lieutenant Oitneral, USA 
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of the Democratic National Committee headquarters at the Watergate? 
Mr. HELMS. It is my impression that I heard about it, read about it 

in the newspapers and heard it on the radio, but this is not any lapse 
of memory. This is just one of those things that this far back it is 
hard to know just exactly who might have told me or how I might 
have heard it. Certainly it was big news from the moment it happened. 

Mr. DoRSEN. And during the days immediately followmg- the 
break-in were there conversations at the CIA concerning the break-in? 

:Mr. HELMS. Yes. In the first place, sometime on that weekend I 
received a telephone call from Mr. Howard Osborne, the Director of 
Security, to inform me that-of the names of the individuals who had 
participated in the break-in and also to say that Mr. Hunt in some 
fashion was connected mth it. Mr. Osborne's call to me was a perfectly 
routine matter that had been-there was a charge on him as Director 
of Security to inform me whenever anybody in the Agency got in any 
kind of trouble, whether they were permanent employees or past 
employees. In other words, right now, so I didn't have to catch up 
with these events like suicides and house break-ins and rapes and the 
various things that happened to the employees of any organization in 
a city like ·washington, so this was a perfectly routine thing and 
when he heard about these ex-CIA people who had been involved in 
this burglary he called me up and notified me about it. 

On Monday, when I came to the office, there had been no mention 
in the papers of Mr. Hunt. So I got hold of Mr. Osborne and said how 
come you told me that Mr. Hunt was involved with this and he said, 
""\Vell, there were some papers found in ,the hotel room, one of the 
hotel rooms with Hunt's name on it and it looks as though he was 
somewhere in the area when the break-in took place." So I said, "All 
right," and then from then on, obviously there were various conversa
tions in the Agency as we went to work on various requests from the 
FBI for information about the people and their backgrounds, and so 
forth, that had formerly been employed by the Agency. 

Mr. DoRsEN. Am I correct that James McCord also was a former 
employee of the Agency? 

Mr. HEurs. He was. 
Mr. DoRsEN. And when did Mr. McCord and }fr. Hunt leave the 

employ of the Agency? 
Mr. HEL:\IS. They left it at different times in 1970. They were both 

retired, as I recall it. 
Mr. DoRSEN. Now, directing your attention to June 22, 1972, which 

was the day before your meeting with Mr. Ehrlichman, Mr. Halde
man1 and General ·walters at the White House, did you have a con
versation with Patrick Gray on that afternoon; namely, the afternoon 
of June 22? 

Mr. HEurs. I believe that the committee is in possession of a memo
randum which says-a memorandum or note from Mr. Gray that says 
I had this conversation. I have no reason to question that at all. I 
was talking back and forth with Mr. Gray at various times in con
nection with this 1Yatergate break-in, so I have no reason to doubt 
that there was one on the 22d of June. r Mr. J?ORSEN. In t~ese convers~tions did you discuss the possibility 

1 
of CIA m volvcment m the brcak-m? 
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Mr. HELMS. I assured Mr. Gray that the CIA had no involvement 
in the break-in. No involvement whatever. And it was my preoccupa
tion consistently from then to this time to make this point and to be 
sure that everybody understand that. It doesn't seem to get across very 
well for some reason but the agency had nothing to do with the Water
gate break-in. I hope all the newsmen in the room hear roe clearly now. 

Mr. DoRSEN. I would like to move then to June 23, 1972, and ask 
you if you recall attending the meeting with Mr. Ehrlichman, Mr. 
Haldeman, and General Walters. 

:Mr. Hn:Ms. I do recall attendingtha,t meeting. 
).fr. DoRSE)i. Where was that meeting held 1 · 
1'Ir. HELl\rs. That meeti11g was ·held in Mr. Ehrlichman's office on 

the second floor, office wing-west wing of the White House. 
~fr. DoRSEN. Do you recall the time of that meeting1 
Mr. lif:LMs. The meeting had been originally scheduled for 12 

o'clock. It was changed to 1 o'clock and it took place shortly after 1 
0

1clock. 
Mr. DoRSEN. Could you please describe to us in substance what ·hap· 

pened at that meeting? 
Mr. HELMS. General Walters and I arrived first and waited for a 

few minutes. Then Mr. Haldeman and Mr. Ehrlichman came into the 
room. As best I can recall what was said, Mr. Haldeman did most of 
the talking, so-and whatever Mr. Ehrlichman contributed in the 
course of this was either to nod his head or smile or to agree with 
what Mr. Haldeman said .. I just simply want to introduce it this way 
because it is a little easier :for me to describe. 

Mr. Haldeman said that there was a lot of flak about the Watergate 
burglary, that the opposition was capitalizing on it, that it was going 
to-it was apparently causing some sort of unified trouble, and he 
wanted to know whether the Agency had anything to do with it. I 
assured him that the Agency had nothing to do with it. He then said 
that the five men who had been found in the Democratic National Com
mittee headquarters had been arrested and that that seemed to be 
adequate under the circumstances, that the FBI was investigating what 
this was all about, and that they, unified, were concerned about some 
FBI investigations in Mexico. 

He also at that time made some, what to me was an incoherent ref
erence to an investigation in Mexico, or an FBI investigation, running 
into the Bay of Pigs. I do not know what the reference was alleged to 
be, but in any event, I assured him that I had no interest in the Bay 
of Pigs that many years lu.ter, that everything in connection with that 
had been dealt with and liquidated as far as I was aware and I did 
not care what they ran into in connection with that. 

At some juncture in this conversation, Mr. Haldeman then said some
thing to the effect that it has been decided that General 1Valters will 
go and talk to Acting Director Gray of the FBI and indicate to him 
that these operations-these investigations of the FBI might run into 
CIA operations in Mexico and that it was desirable that this not 
happC'n and that the investigation, therefore, should be either tapered 
off or r<.'duced or something, but tlwrn was no language saying stop. 
as far ns I recall. 

At this point th e references to Mexico were quite unclear to me. I 
ha<l to reco:.,YJ1izc that if the ,Yhite Honse, th e President. ~[r. Halde-
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man, somebody in high authority, had information about something 
in Mexico which I did not have information about, which is quite pos
sible-the White House constantly has information which others do 
not have-that it would be a prudent thing for me to find out if there 
was any possibility that some CIA operation was being-was going to 
be affected, and, therefore, I wanted the necessary time to do this. I 
sa v this in explanation of the fact that there seems---that since I had 
consistently pointed out that no CIA operations had been violated by 
any investigation up to then, that we had had nothing to d<? with. the 
"\Yatergate burglary, the fact of the matter was that 1f an mvest1ga
tion continued to go on it might run into something we were doing in 
1Iexico. This possibility always had to exist. Nobody knows every
thing about everything. So at this point I think it was re:eeatoo a sec
ond time that General Walters was to go and see Acting Director Gray 
with this charge. It was then indicated that Acting Director Gray 

L 
would probably be expecting the call, that he was looking for some kind 
of guidance in this matter, and that this should take place as soon as 
possible. I believe Mr. Ehrlichman at that point made his sole con
tribution to the conversation, which was that he should get down and 
see Gray just as fast as he could. 

We left this meeting, General Walters and I, and went downstairs 
to the automobile and I spoke to General Walters along the following 
lines. I said when you go to see Acting Director Gray, I think you 
should confine yourself to reminding him that the Agency and the 
FBI have a delimitation agreement, an understanding for many years 
that if the Agency runs into any FBI agents or operations, the FBI 
shall be immediately notified and if the FBI runs into any agents or 
operations, it shall be immediately notified. 

I was not sure whether Acting Director Gray was familiar with this 
because he had not been Acting Director of the FBI for very long. I 
wanted General Walters to understand about this because he had been 
with the Agency, I think, only about 6 weeks at that time, had been 
having briefings, and I was not sure whether this had ever come to 
his attention. In other words, I was asking him to make a legitimate 
request of the Acting Director of the FBI, that if they ran into any 
CIA operations in Mexico or anyplace else they were to notify us 
immediatelv, and I thong-ht General Walters should restrict his ·con
versation with Acting Director Gray to that point. Precisely whether 
he did or not, well, you will have an opportunity to ask him. 

Mr. DoRSEN. To your knowledge, did General Walters have a meet
in.!! with Patrick Gray 1 

Mr. HELMS. Yes; he had one very shortlv after this meeting in the 
"\Vhite House because he reported to me later in the dav a&mt his 
meeting with Gray, that he had been to see him, that the general pur
port o5 what they had discussed. and then the first time I learned that 
Acting Director Grav had told General Walters at this meeting about 
some money havinu been sent to 'Mexico. ,J was unaware of any monev 
havin~ been sent t~ere at the time, and even that explanation did not 
sav what the money was for. But also floating around in this at the 
time was the name of a Mexican lawyer that we had been asked to 
check out bv the FBI to find out if this man was in any wav connected 
with the CIA. His name was Ogarrio. I believe, and we had been run
ning a tracer, which is a work of art'of going through the record to find 
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to meet with this comm:ittee and to clear up anything that I 

can be helpful in clearing up in regard to the matter that 

you have under inquiry. 

I I believe that the only area in which I can be helpful 

I to you in your investigation is with regard to the reported 

meeting of White House and CIA officials last June. 

In that regard, on June 23, 1972, John Ehrlichman and I 

were requested by the President to meet with Director Richard 

Helms and Deputy Director Vernon Walters of the CIA. 

To the best of my recollection, the purpose of this 

meeting was five-fold : 

One, to ascertain whether there had been any CIA involve

ment in the Watergate affair; 

Two, to ascertain whether the relation between some of 

the Watergate participants and the Bay of Pigs was a matter of 

concern to CIA; 

Three, to inform the CIA of arr FBl request: for guidance 

regarding some aspects of the Watergate investigation because 

of the possibility of CIA involvement, directly or indirectly; 

I could interj ec.t there that t his request had been made 

known by John Dean, counsel to the President, and had been 

transmitted by me to the President immediately upon being told 

of it by John Dean. 

The President, as a result of that, told me to meet 

with Director Helms and General Walters and John Ehrlichman 
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to get into this matter as I am laying it out here. 

The fourth purpose was to discuss White House concern 

regarding possible disclosure of non-Watergate-related 

covert CIA operations or other national security activities, 

not related to Watergate, that had been undertaken previously 

by some of the Watergate principles [sic]. 

Fifth, to request General Walters to meet with Acting 

Director Gray of the FBI to express these concerns and to 

coordinate with the FBI so that the FBI's area of investigation 

of the suspects, the Watergate suspects, not be expanded 

into unrelated matters which could lead to disclosure of 

their earlier national security and CIA activities. 

The meeting was held in Mr. Ehrlichman's office on the 

afternoon of June 23 and, to the best of my recollection, all 

of the·· above points were covered. 

As I recall, Director Helms assured us that there was 

no CIA involvement in the Watergate and also that he had no 

concern from the CIA's viewpoint regarding any possible con

nections of the Watergate personnel with the Bay of Pigs 

operation. Helms told us he had given this assurance to 

Gray directly. 

Walters agreed to neet with Gray as requested. I do not 

recall having any further communication or neeting with Walters, 

Helms or Gray on this subject. 

r do not spPcifically recall the question of '~exican 
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aspects" being discussed at this meeting although I do not 

question General Walters' report that this was covered. We 

did discuss the concern that, in the interest of national 

355 

security and the former relationships of some of the prin

ciples[sicJ, t;1e Water 0ate pdnciples[sicJ, with CIA, the FBI investi

gation be limited to the Watergate case specifically and not 

expanded into prior activities of the individuals involved. 

We did this in the full belief that we were acting in 

the national interest and with no intent or desire to impede 

or cover up any aspects of the Watergate investigation, itself. 

I do not recall any subsequent discussion with John Dean 

regarding this meeting. I do not recall any discussion at 

any time of a suggestion to involve the CIA in the Water

gate matter except as described above. Specifically, I do 

not recall hearing of any idea of having the CIA furnish bail 

or pay suspects' salaries while in jail, using covert action 

funds. 

It must be understood that, at the time of our meeting 

with the CIA, we had only very sketchy knowledge of what and 

who were involved in the Watergate affair. We had no reason 

to believe that anyone :in the White House was involved and 

no reason, therefore, to seek any cover-up of the Watergate 

investigation from the White House. 

On the contrary, everyone :in the White House was 

instructed to cooperate fully with the Watergate investigation 
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and, so far as I knew at the time, was doing so. 

At the same time, there was concern at the White House 

that activities which had been in no way related to Watergate 

or to the 1972 political campaign and which were in the 

area of national security -- would be compromised in the 

process of the Watergate investigation and the attendant 

publicvty [sic] and political furor. 

Recent events have fully justified that concern with the 

disclosure of the FBI wiretaps on press and NSC personnel, the 

details of the so-called "plumbers' operation", et cetera. 

In summary, the meeting of June 23 with the CIA was held 

at the President's request in the interest of national security. 

I do not believe there was any intention to cover up the 

Watergate. I do not believe there was any direct connection 

between this meeting and General Walters' reported subsequent 

L:
tings with John Dean. I believe I acted properly, in 

cord with the President's instructions, and in the national 

terest. 

Mr. Chairman, in reviewing the transcript of the testi

mony before this committee by Ambassador Helms on May 16, I 

find some several areas that I would like to clarify. 

First, it should be emphasized that there was only one 

meeting in which Helms, Ehrlichman and I participated, the 

one on June 23, which I have described, at which General 

Walters was also present. The other meetings to which General 
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guess. But there is nothing I can do about that except, in 

this meeting, I find :Lt quite probable that General Walters~ 

Mem-con is more accurate than bis subsequent cycles of revi

sions, and that I probably did say, "It is the President's 

wish" because I believed then and I believe now that it was. 

Chairman McClellan. You referred to bis memorandum. I 

would like to ask some questions about it. You think it is 

probably more accurat,e than what he remembered la_ter. That 

is the memorandum of June 28th, five days following this meet

ing in the White House. 

It says, "On June 23, at 1300, on request, I called, with 

Director Helms, on John Ehrlichman and Robert Haldeman in Ehr

lichman's office at the White House. 

"Haldeman said" -- and I want to give you an opportunity 

to connnent on each c,f these -- "Haldeman said that the 'bugging' 

affair at the Democratic National Connnittee headquarters at 

the Watergate Apartments had made a lot of noise and the Demo

crats were trying tc, maximize it." 

Do you wish to comment on that? 

Mr. Haldeman. llfo, sir. 

Chairman McClellan. You don't wish to connnent on it? 

Mr. Haldeman. No, unless there is some specific question. 

Chairman McClellan. Is that correct? 

Mr. Haldeman. ][ haven't any idea. I don't recall that. 

That would be the only way I could answer. 
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Chairman McClellen. All right. You don't recall whether 

that occurred, 

He states in the next sentence you said the FBI was being 

called in and was investigating the matter. Did you tell him 

that, or was that statement made at that meeting? 

Mr. Haldeman. In some sense it undoubtedly was. I don't 

think I needed to tell him that. I think it was pretty well 

known at that time. 

Chairman McClellan. Then he says that the FBI had been 

called in and was investigating the matter, and he says you 

said the investigation was leading to a lot of important people 

and this could get worse. Do you wish to comment on that? 

Mr. Haldeman. No, sir. 

Chairman McClellan. Do you want to say it is true, or 

just remain silent about it? 

Mr. Haldeman. I would have no comment to make on it. 

That is his characterization of the conversation. 

Chairman McClellan. Is his characterization of the 

conversation wrong, or correct? 

Mr. Haldeman. I have no material conflict with it, 

Chairman McClellan. Then you said that, or something like 

that, I would assume, unless you state otherwise. 

Then he goes on further to say, "he" meaning you, "asked 

what the connection with the agency was, and the Director 

repeated" -- I am sure he means Director Helms -- "repeated 
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that there was none." 

Did Helms tell you that that day? 

Mr. Haldeman. As I have so indicated; yes, sir. 

Chairman McClellan. "Haldeman said that the whole affair 

was getting embarrassing and it was the President's wish that 

Walters call on Acting FBI Director Patrick Gray"_.,... now, is 

that much correct, t1J1 to there? 

Mr. Haldeman. I think that it is subject to interpreta

tion. It isn't correct, Senator. I don't believe that the 

request that Walters call on the Acting Director of the FBI was 

in the context of the whole affair getting embarrassing. I 

think it was in the context I have laid out in my statement. 

Chairman McClellan. Did you tell him that the whole 

affair was getting embarrassing? 

Mr. Haldeman. No, sir; that I recall, no. 

Chairman McClellan. You did n 't make that statement at the 

meeting? 

Mr. Haldeman. I don't recall making such a statement. 

Chairman McClellan. Are you in a position to deny it? 

I Mr. Haldeman. No, but that is not the flavor of the 

~roach to the meeting 

Chairman McClellan. 

that I took. 

All right. Then he said you asked 

that Walters call on Director Patrick Gray and suggest to him 

that since the five suspects had been arrested, that this 

should be sufficient, and that it was not advantageous to have 
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:Mr. Trro:ursox. It would be inconsistent with -votir desire to solve 
the matter. I assume. as to whether or not there wiis CL\. invoh·ernent. 

l\Ir. EnnLICIDL\x.' ,Yell, whatever I told him was for the purpose of 
not having staff nwetings on this particular subject. I can't tell you 
precisely what I told him. 

l\Ir. Tno)rrsox. Going back to July of 1971, .July 7, 1971. did you 
call Deputy Director Cushman and ask him to girn l\Ir. Hunt as
sistance in his activities at that time? 

:Mr. Enm,1c1nux. No, I have been asked many times about that 
telephone call and I simply have no recollection of having made 
that call. 

l\Ir. Tno:\IPsox. Did you know what l\Ir. Hunt was doing during 
that period of time? ,v ere you in formed? 

:Mr. EIIRLICIDL\X. I knew from my one meeting with Mr. Colson 
and l\fr. Hunt jointly what he was supposed to be doing, yes. 

)Ir. TnO)IPSOX. "rhat was he doing? · 
)Ir. EnRLICIDL\S. He was supposed to be engaged in an analysis 

of the Pentagon Papers and in determining their accuracy, whether or 
not they were in fact complete accounts of the events which took 
place or whether they were edited, tailored accounts which did not 
include the complete facts. . 

Mr. THO:\IPSON. In ,Tune, when you were talking to Helms and 
Walters about the possible CIA problem or uncovering some collateral 
CIA activity, this all evolved around the so-called :Mexican money 
problem, I assume, is that correct? 

Mr. EHRLICHl\IAN. 1Vell, it was much broader than that. It '\Tas any 
unassociated (;IA activity. -

Mr. THol\IPSON. 1Vell, what brought it to anyone's attention 1 I 
thought it was the so-called Barker money that had come from 
Mexico. 

:Mr. EmU,ICH)IAN. You mean that precipitated the meeting? 
~fr. TnoMPSON. Yes. 
Mr. EuRLICI-DCAN. No, it was a much broader concern than that, 

and it included, as I said, the question of direct involvement, it 
included whatever exposure there might be for any CIA activity. 
I think the Mexican money or the Florida bank account or whatever, 
which involved one of these peoJ)le who had been a former CIA agent 
or client or whatever they call them. was raised as an example irtthe 
meeting by one of us as the kind of thing that the President evidently 
-was concerned about. And it was discussed as a specific example. But 
the meeting was by no means limited to that. 

Mr. THO)IPSON. Can yon recall anv other specific examples that 
,vere discussed 1 ~ 

Mr. EHRLICH)UN. Bav of Pigs. 
Mr. THO:\IPSox. How did that come in? 
Mr. EHRLICI-DL\N. 1Vell, because apparently. the President had 

specifically mentioned the Bay of Pi,!!S to Bob Haldeman in suggesting 
the meeting. and then he nwntioned it to me again in ,Tnly as the k-ind 
of thing that apparently. CIA m1aht be embarrassed about, that some 
of the people who were involved in " ratergate, apparently. had been 
inrnh·ed in the Bay of Pigs and ac<·ordingly, whether there "·as any 
CIA exposure still existing. 
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Mr . Tnol\IPSON. The "\Vatergate investigation conld possibly turn 
up some additional investigation on the CIA operation in the Bay of 
Pigs~ 

Mr . EuRLICH::\IAN. CIA involvement or compromise of some sort or 
something in the past. It ,ms \·ery unspecific, but it ,ms nonetheless 
mentioned as an example. 

l\fr . THO)!PSOX. Can you think of any other examples? 
Mr. EHRLICH:.\IAN. No, I cannot. The Mexican money or ::\lexican 

laundry or whatever you--
Mr. Tno:ursox. Of course, that money wound up in the bank ac-

count of a )Ir. Barker. 
Mr. EHRLICIDIAN. Yes. 
)Ir. T1-rmrrsox. And )fr. Barker, of course, was a protege of )Ir. 
unt, brought into the matter by Hunt? 
l\fr. EnRLICH:lIAN. A CIA protege of l\Ir. Hunt. 
l\Ir. THOMPSON. They were in the Bay of Pi~. :was his name men

tioned in the meeting? 
l\fr. EHRLIClDIAN. No. 
Mr. THOMPSON. The money problem you were tall.."ing about seems 

to have been directly related to l\fr. Hunt, which gets right back into 
the plumber situation again. 

Mr. EHRLICH::\IAX. Barker's name and Hunt's name were not men
tioned in the meetinO", 

Mr. THmrrsox. Mr. Ehrl ichman, rerrardless of what the President ·. 
specifically told . you or did not tell you: · I assume that you felt a short 
time after the break-in, the latter part of June. that it was the Presi
dent's ,vish to insure that the investigation of the break-in did not 
expose either the unrelated covert operation of the CIA or the activi
ties of the 'White House investigations unit. Did yon assume that to be 
fhe President's ,vish, as he stated that it was'? 

1Ir. EHRLICJDL\N. :\fr. Thompson, I assumed that it was with regard 
to the CL-\ because of this meeting we haw just been talking about. 
Frankly, the question of the special unit. simply ne,·er entered my mind 
at that time as a potential problem. It just was not in contemplation 
and it was not in the contemplation of anybody that I was talking to, 
so far as I can recall. 

l\fr. Tnmcrsox. E\·en though Liddy had worked-
Mr. EHRLIUDIAN. That is<'OtTPct. 
l\fr. THm1r sox [continui ng]. In your office, under your supervision 

generally? . 
Mr. EnRLICfDL\X. ,Yell, he had worked in my office, inn very remote 

sense. 
Mr. THO'.\rP:a.ox. It did not occur to vou that. if he was tried. if he 

decided to talk. if he decidrd to lmrgain. there were a lot of things 
that he eonld tell that would be embarrassing. not only politically but 
compromising with regard to national seenrity? 

:\[r. E1~Ruc:1nux. I assure you. ~Ir. Thompson. it just was not in 
In\' COllS('\OllSl1l'SS. 

')fr. TrnrnPsox. It C'ddent lv crossed the President's mind. ,Ylwn do 
vo11 thinktlwse matters whidi he ~ets out in his 1fav 22 statement came 
to his miml ~ lfr savs lie wns informc ~d within a fl',v davs about pos
sible ('IA inrnln'lll('l\t. ThP implication is that hC' knew about the 
PxistPnce of the nnit re!,!'anll ess of any spl"<'ifk activities: that lw kne"· 
about the unit nll along. 
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afternoon or whether it was completw 1 1fonday morning, but it was 
soon clear to me that nobody who wr...:: , sponsible £or that area in the 
Agency felt that the ongoing FBI inv: .. ,;jgation could jeopardize any 
of the Agency sources or activities in Mexico. 

Mr. DASH. Well, now, did you subsequently receive any communica
tion from anybody at the White Hous0 after June 231 

General WALTERS. On J.Honday morni11g, June 26, I received a phone 
call from a man whc identified himself as John Dean and he said he 
wish~d to speak to :ne about ~he matters th~t :Mr. H~ldeman and l\Ir. 
Ehrhchman had discussed with me on Friday. I did not know Mr. 
Dean. And I expressed ro-something to the effect that I don't know 
who you are and he said:, "vVell, you can call Mr. Ehrlichman to see 
whether it is all right to talk to me or not." 

~fr. DASH. Did you call Mr. Ehrlichman ~ 
General WALTERS. I called )fr. Ehrlichman. I had some difficulty 

in reaching him but finally I reached him ru1d I said: "A l\Ir. John 
Deaa wants to talk to me about the matfors discussed with you and :Mr. 
Haideman on the preceding Friday" ar•d he said: "Yes, it is all right 
to talk with him. He is in. charge of tlw whole matter." 

Mr. DASH. Did you the:n meet with ~Ir. Dean on that day? 
General WALTERS. I then--
Mr. DasH. The 26th. 
Geneml WALTERS. I then called Mr. Dean again and he asked me to 

come down and see him, I believe, at 11 :30 or 11 :45. I believe it is 
indicated on the memorandum I wrote. 

Mr. DASH. ·wm you relate to the committee the conversation you 

L 
had with Mr. Dean at that time, on June 26, 19721 

General WALTERS. Mr. Dean said that he was handling this whole 
matter of the Watergate,. that it was causing a lot of trouble, that it 
was very embarrassing. The FBI was investigating it. The leads had 
led to some important people. It might lead to some more important 
people. 

The FBI was proceeding on three hypotheses, namely, that this 
break-in had been organized by the Republican National Committee, 
by the Central Agency, or by someone else; whereupon I said I did not 
know who else organized it but I know that the Central Intelligence 
Agency did not organize it. I said, furthermore-I related to l\Ir. Dean 
my conversation .-.ith Mr. Haldeman and l\Ir. Ehrlichman on the pre
vious Friday, and told him I had checked within the .Agency and 
found there was nothin_g-in anv of the ongoing FBI in,estigations 
that could jeopardize CIA activities or sources or compromise them 
in any way in Mexico. -

He then said. "Well, could this not have happe.ned without :vour 
knowledg-e?" "Well," I said, "originally perhaps, but I have inquired. 
I have talked to )fr. Helms and I am sure that we had no part in this 
operation against . the Democni.tic National Committee." 

He kept prrssing this. There must have been. These people all used 
to work for the 0IA.. and all this thing. I sr,:d ma,h,, thev used to. but 
thcv were not when they did it and he pressed and pressed .on, on this 
and asked if there was not some ·wav I could help l1im. and it seemed 
to me he was exnlorirnr J)C'rha ns the ·option of SPein1r whethC'r he could 
pnt some of t!lC' blame on us. There was not any sp·.,cific thing- he said 
but the genPral tC'nor was in this wav and I said to him-I did.not ham 
an opportunity to consult with anybody-I simply s.1id. 
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34. On June 23, 1972 at 1:35 p.m., Dean telephoned Gray and said 

that Walters would be visiting Gray that afternoon. At 2:34 p.m. on 

the same day Walters met with Gray and discussed the FBI investigation 

of the break-in at the DNC headquarters. Walters stated that if the 

FBI investigation were pursued into Mexico it might uncover some covert 

CIA activities and that the m,atter should be tapered off with the five 

men under arrest. Gray agreed to hold in abeyance the FBI interview of 

Manuel Ogarrio. Gray has testified that the FBI continued its effort 

to locate Kenneth Dahlberg. Gray reported to Dean the substance of his 

conversations with Walters. 
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At 1 :3:'"i p.rn. on Friday, ,Jmw ::!!}, I!)/2, Mr. D,·an tefopl1onecl me and 
said tliat General 1,'alh•rs, DPpnty Director. CI,\, would he calling- for 
an appointm,~nt that afternoon and I should sec him. }fr. Ikan Stlid, 
"He has sornethiug· to tell you." 

At. l ::iG p.m. on Friday, ,Tune 23, 1!)72. the S(•crdnry to Genc1·.tl 
,valt('rs called my secretary and asked for a11 appointuwnt. He "·ns 
scheclulccl to see me at 2 :;10 p.m. that afternoon. 

1\fr. Dean called me llf!ai11 at 2 :HJ p.m. and it is my recollection that 
this was a call to ask if I had scheduled a meeting with General '\'.'al
ters for that afternoon. I told him that the meeting had been scheduled 
for 2 ::30 p.m. I seem to remember that he asked me to call him after 
the meeting. 

I met wtth General ,valters at 2 :34 p.m. on Friday, ,June 2~, 1972. 
He informed me that we were likely to uncover sorne CIA assets or 
sources if we continued our investigation into the l\Icxican money 
chain. I understood his statement to mean that if the FBI persisted 
we would uncover CIA covert operations and that the CL\ had an 
interest in l\fessrs. Ogarrio ancl Dahlberg and in the $114,000 involnd. 
He also discussed with me the agency·agreement under ·which the FBI 
and CIA have agreed not to uncover and expose each other's sources. 
I had not read this agreement and still have not. but it was logical to 
me at that time and I did not question General "\Valters. 

I undoubtedly said to General "\Valters that we will handle this in 
a manner that would not hamper the CIA, and that I would have to 
make a determination as to how the FBI would proceed ·with our in
vestigation in this area. 

I knew from Mr. Dean's earlier telephone conversation with me on 
this day that General "\Valters would be coming to see me, but I have 
no recollection or memory whatsoever of General Walters informing 
me at this meeting that he was coming to me after talking to the White 
House, or that he had talked to the ·white House at all. I understood 
him to be stating a CIA position, not a White House message. 

At this point I would like to comment on General "\Valters' memo
randum of this meeting, which I understand to be in evidence before 
this committee. "\Vith respect to General "\Valters' statement in para
graph 2 of h.is memorandum that "his~Gray's-problem was how to 
low key this matter now that it was launched," I may have said words 
to this effect to let him know that we would handle. the CIA aspects of 
this matter with kid gloves. I can state categorically, however, that any 
sentiment of that kind expressed by me was an effort by me to abide 
by the CIA-FBI agreement and related solely to the possibility of 
exposing CIA covert activities in the pursuit of our im-estigation into 
Mexico. This sentiment, if expressed, could in no way haYe related to 
any effort by me or the FBI to "]ow key" the "\Vatergate investigation 
generally. 

In fact, the FBI did not low kev the ,vatergate investigation g-en
erally and instructions were issued at the outset of the investigation 
and ·regularly thereafter to insure that this case wns handled as a 
major case under the immediate snpervision of the special agent in 
charge of each field office to which investigative leads were referred 
by the "\Vnshington field office or any other field office setting out leads 

· to be pursued. 
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·with respect to th e rest of the paragraph, I may have mentioned 
th e $89,000 to General 1Valters. I do not remember , but, if I di<l, I 
would have talked in terms of four checks in this total amount-not 
"a check" as his memo statcs--simplv because £our checks were in 
':olved. I probably also spoke of th e name Ogarrio as well as Dahlb erg 
simply because these two men, Mr. Ogarrio and l\fr. Dahlb erg, were 
always associated in my mind with the $89,000 in four checks, the 
Ogarrio checks, and with the $2:3,000 in one cashier 's check, the Dahl
berg check, which were traced to the bank account of Bernard Barker ; 

'With respect to General ·wa1ters' comment in paragraph 3 of this 
mcmoranclum that I said "that this wgs a most awkward matter to 
come up during an election year," it is certainly possible that in the 
course of my conversation with General 1Va:-lters I may have expressed 
th e thought that the \Vaterg:ate case was a "hot potato" for a new 
.Acting Director and the FBI in an election year, and for the President, 
too. I know that I expre...'-Sed this thought to many people at various 
times. "1Vatergate is just what I needed" was a refrain I !mow I struck 
,vith fri ends on numerous occasions. General 1Valtcrs' references to 
"he-Grav-would see what he could do." and "he * * *-Grav
would ha~.e to study the matter and see how it could best be do~e," 
could only relate to my admitted desire to pursue this investigation 
without compromising CIA assets and resources. In no way, shape, or 
form did I say or seek to imply to General 1Valters, or to anyone else, 
for that matter , that the FBI im-estigation would be other than aggres 
sive and thorough. The only conceivable, limited exception was the 
all eged national security considerations being presented to me by Gen
eral 'Walters and Mr. Dean which, as the record will show, brought 
about a delay in the interview of several persons for a period of 10 clays 
to 2 weeks. 

As a matte,r of fact, and as my testimony will make clear in more 
detail, I ordered our agents to continue to probe the l\fexican money 
chain and the Dahlberg relationship during this period that the per
sonal interview with Mr. Oaarrio was being held in abeyance and )Ir. 
Dahlberg was evading us as we tried to interview him. 

Finally, I ha, ·e no recollection whatever of General ·walters mah--ing 
any statement as he alleges in paragraph 4 of his memorandum to the ,Leffect that his "job had been an awkward one." 

Upon General Walters' departure, I telephoned Mr. Dean and told 
him of the meeting with General ·walters. I told Mr. Dean that we 
would hold up our inten·iews temporarily and work around this prob
lem until we determined what we had encountered. 

At 3 :15 p.m. I telephoned Assistant Director Bates to tell him of 
my visit from General 1Valters and to tell him that CIA had an 
int erest in this matter and that we may hn,ve uncO\'ered a CIA money 
chain. In this telephone conversation, I undoubtedly ordered Mr. Bates 
to temporarily hold up an interview with Mr. Ogarrio but to continue 
to conduct appropriate investigation at Banco Internationale at l\fex
ico City reg-arding the four Ogarrio checks, to continue to follow Mr. 
T>ahlherg's mO\·ements and to cont.inue to obtain toll call records of his 
lon <! distance phone calls as we sought to interview him. 

On the afternoon of Fridav, .Tune 23. 1972, I again telephoned Mr. 
Dean on two occasions. once at~ :24 p.m. and once at 3 :47 p.m. I can
not be absolutely certain that the names Ogarrio and Dahlberg were 
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in the job and I was new in th e job that that might he a g-ood way to 
start out. I did wonder about it bnt I di<ln't-this was his pri\ ·ilcge 
to do it a11y way he wished. 

?l[r. D.\SH. Now, Gcn ernl ,,Taltcrs, did there come a time ,vhen you 
put in \Yriting, in the form of a mPmoranclum, your recollection of 
that meeting on .T llilC 2:3, 197:2? 

General "'\Y,\r.n:i:s. There did, :\Ir. Dash, 5 days later. 1Y1wn this 
thing start ed I did not habitually keep memorandums of my conn~rsa
tion s. Howernr, when on the Tuesday, the following Tuesday , ~Ir. 
Dean pnt the quC'st ion to me or he didn't put the question but explored 
the possibility of the CL\. going bail and paying the salaries of the 
suspects who were in jail, I realized it was time for me to start. keeping 
a record. So following that second meeting on the :27th I sat down and 
I wrote memorandums for myself: thcv were not intended to be a Yer
batim account of the com·erst-ition or to cover all aspects of the conrnr
sation but notes to jog my own memo1·.y. I \Yrote a memorandum on the 
meeting with .Jlr. Haldeman and Mr. Ehrlichrnan, I wrote a memoran
dum on the meeting ,vith Mr. Gray, 1 wrote a memorandum on my first 
meeting with Mr. Dean on ;\fonday the 26th, and a memorandum of 
my second meeting with Mr. Dean on the 2,th. 

On the 28th I inet with Mr. Dean for the third and last time, and I 
wrot-0 n. memorandum, I believe, the following day. 

On the snbseqnent memorandums; namely, my calls on Mr. Gray, 
I '1Tote those memorandums either on the same clay that I had the 
talk with Mr. Gray or the following clay. If I may, I would like to 
make one point clear, I have heen al legecl to have a splendid memory 
and so forth and here I was making confession that I am afraid will 
not fit into it. · 

l\fr. Helms was quite right in his testimony yesterday in that the 
question regarding bail and paying the salaries of these people came 
up on Tue sday. "'\Yhen I reviewed my notrs and before I wrote the 
affida vi.t, I did correct this in my affida \·it; namely, that the request 
regarding bail for defendants ,,·as on Tuesday. · 

I 
Mr. DASH. "\Ye will get to that and I think you can restate it when 

I ask you about the meetings \Yith :Mr. Dean. I want to sho\Y you a 
copy we ham of a memornndnm purportedly from you or written by 
you on .June 28 covering the Jnne 23 meeting and ask you if this is a 
correct. copy of the memorandum. 

General "'\VAJJrERS. Right.. Yes, Mr. Dash, it is. 
Mr. DAsn. l\Jr. Chairman, may that copy be marked as an exhibit 

and introduced into the record'? 
Senator Env:rn. I beliern this memorandum has previous1:y been 

marked as exhibit No. 101. * 
Mr. DASH. No,v, General "'\Valters, after you left the meeting with 

Mr. Haldeman and Mr. Ehrlichman, did you learn with Director 
Helms~ 

General "'\YALTF.mi. I did. "\Ve ·walked downstairs and we stood and 
talked close to the car out on "\Vest Executi;-e .Anmue and :\Ir. Hrlms 
said to me: 

You must remind l\Ir. Gray of the agreement hetwet>n the FR .I and the CL\. 
that if they run into or appear to be about to expose one anothoi'r 0

::< asst:'ts they 
will notify one another, and you should remind him of this. 

•see nook 7, r. 2948 . 
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I did. 
l\f r. l>As n. And then what did you do? 
General "\VALTERS. I do not recall whether I went back to the ;\gency 

or not. I don't think time would have allow ed it because the lLppoint
ment had been made to see Mr. Gray at. 2 :30 p.m. )ly recoll ection 
is not clear on this, whether I went back to th e Agen cy or whether I 
stayed downtown. I ham a feeling I stayed downtown and at 2 :;.w I 
went to see Mr. Gray. 

Mr. DASH. :Now, was Mr. Gray, by the ,my, exp ecting your visit? 
General ·WALTERS. l\Ir. Gray, I believe, was expecting my visit. 
Mr. DASH. How do you kno,v that? 
General ,VALTERS. I beli eve he has subsequ ently t estified that :Mr. 

Dean had told him that I was on my way down . 
l\ir. DASH. All right. . 
Now, would you briefly relate to your best recollect10n what conver

sation yon had with Mr. Gray at that time? Th is ,,·as on ,June 2:J, 1972. 
General ·WALTERS. I said to Mr. Gray that I had just come from the 

·white House where I had ta.lked to some senior statf member s and I 
was to tell him that the pursuit of the FBI inYestigation in ::\Iexico, 
th e continuation of the FBI investigation in Mexico, could - might 
uncover some. covert activities of the Central Intelligence Agency. I 
then repeated to him what Mr. Helms had told me about the agr eement 
between the FBI and CIA. and he said he was quite aware of this and 
I intended to observe it scrupulously. 

l\Ir. DASH. Now, did you tell him who gave you the direction to-
General WALTERS. I did not. I told him I had talked to some senior 

people at the White House. 
l\fr. DASH. Now, was that the sum and substance of that conversa-

. tion in ::\Ir. Gray's office i 

Li General ,vALTEUS. I beliern so. ,v e had expres...--ed pl t'asure at. meet
ng one another. I had intended to call on him , and so forth, and any
hing else that occurred I believe will be co,rered in the memorandum 
hich is in your possession. 
Mr. DASH. I think you testified that you also on June 28 incl udecl a 

memorandum of th e meeting with Mr. Gray on June 2H. I ,rnulcl like 
to show you a copy of the memorandum and ask you if this is a correct 
copy and does it cover the testimony you have just given. 

General '\Yc\LTERS. )': es, it is a correct copy. 
:Mr. Ds\SH. Mr. Chairman, mav that memorandum be marked as an 

exhibit and be received in e\·idence '? . 
Senator ERnN. In ,the absence of objection by any committee mem

ber it is so ordered and will be appropriately ma1·ked as an exhibit 
and received in evidence as such. 

[The document referred to was nut-rked exhibit Xo.1:29.*} 
Mr. DASH. Now, after you met with Ur. Gray did you return to your 

offices at the CIA and--
General ,VALTERS. Yes; I did. 
Mr. DASH [ continuing]. And did you make a report of that meeting 

to former Director Helms? 
General vVAL'l'ERS. And I also started to check on whether this was 

a fact. I talked to the people at om· geographic area that handles 
Mexico and I am not sure whether this was complet~d on the Friday 

•see p. 3815. 
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EXHIBITS SUBMITIED FOR THE RECORD 

1<:xrnBIT No. 12!-) 

28 June 1972 

rJ 
MEMORANDUM FOR RECORD 

At 143 0 on 23 June I called on the Acting Director of the FBI, 
L. Patrick Gray, at his office in the FBI Building and saw him 
alone. 

I said that I had come to see him after talking to the "White 
House". I cited no names and he asked for none. I added that I was 
aware of the Director's conversation with him the previous day and 
while the further investigation of the Watergate Affair had not 
touched any current or ongoing covert projects of the Agency, its 
continuation might lead to some projects. I recalled that the FBI 
and the Agency had an agreement in this respect and that the Bureau 
had always scrupulously respected this. Gray said he was aware of 
this and understood what I was conveying to him. His problem was 
how to low key this matter now that it was la\\nched. He said that a lot of 
money was apparently involved and there was a matter of a check on a 
Mexican bank for 89 thousand dollars. He asked if the name Dahlberg 
meant anything to me and I said it did not but that that was not really 
significant as I had only been with the Agency for a few months. 

Gray then said that this was a most awkward matter to come up 
during an election year and he would see what he could do. I repeated 
that if the investigations were pushed "south of the border" it could 
trespass upon some of our covert projects and, in view of the fact that 
the five men involved were under arrest, it would be best to taper the 
matter off there. He replied that he understood and would have to 
roidy the matter to see how it could bPst be done.· He would have to 
talk to John Dean about it. 

Gray said he looked forward to cooperating closely with the Agency. 
After some pleasantries about J, Edgar Hoover and our past military 
careers, I left saying that my job had been an awkward one but he had 
been helpful and I was grateful. 

Vernon A. Walters 
Lieutenant General, USA 
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35. On June 23, 1972 at 3:00 p.m. Maurice Stans met at the CRP 

offices with Kenneth Dahlberg who, at the request of Stans and Fred 

LaRue, had flown to Washington that day for the meeting. LaRue and 

Stans discussed the check drawn by Dahlberg, the money from which had 

reached the bank account of B1ernard Barker. At 5: 00 p. m. on the same 

day Dahlberg met with Stans, LaRue and Robert Mardian. 
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701 

The treasurer, not being sure, discussed it with the general counsel 
for the committee and the general counsel suggested that he take the 
check and convert it into cash . The treasurer gave him the check. 

Now, again, I can report what the treasurer has said, that. he did 
not get the proceeds of the check back until some time in ~lay. He 
received them in full and they were deposited in a bank account on 
May 25. 

Now, as to those two transactions and several others in a similar 
category, we treated th at as cash on hand on April 7 and reported it 
in the report of the media Committee To Re-Elect the President, in 
the amount of $350,000 , and that exact amount of $350,000 was de
posited in that committee's bank account on May 25. We felt that we 
had complied with every requirement of the law as to the handling 
and reporting of that money; we had accounted for it fully. 

The General Accounting Office subsequently cited our committee 
for a possible violation of the law in failing to report the $25,000 . But 
the Department of Justice, in a letter some months later, concluded 
that there was no violation of the law in the handling of that trans
action. 

r M. r. EDMISTEN. Mr. Stans, when was the first time that you learned 
that these checks had cleared through a bank account of Bernard 
Barker? · 

Mr. STANS. It was well after the Watergate event of June 17. · 
Mr. EDMISTEN. Now, shortly after that, did you have any discus-

sions with Mr. John Mitchell or anyone at the White House concerning 
any of t1-se checks during the week immediately following? 

Mr. STANS. I don't recall any specific conversation with John 
Mitchell, but I do recall a conversation with Fred LaRue and subse
quently with Robert Marciji},n. 

Mr. EDMISTEN. What did you talk about? 
Mr. STANS. As I recall it, it was the morning of the 23d of June, 

which was 6 days after the Watergate affair. I received a phone call 
from Fred LaRue, saving, "Do you know Kenneth Dahlberg?" 

And I said, "I certainly do." 
He said, "Well, his contribution ended up in a bank account of one 

of the fellows who was arrested ." 
I said, "Dahlberg didn't make a contribution." 
He said, "Well, it is his check." . 
So he came down and we discussed it and concluded that, in some 

manner or other, Dahlberg's check must have reached the bank 
account of Bernard Barker. 

We called Dahlberg and discussed it with him, got him to Wash
ington on that same day, met with him, and he met with LaRue and 
I think with Mardian, and got all the facts of the transaction in hand. 
It was clear that neither Dahlberg nor I nor Hugh Sloan had anything 
to do with the checks, that check or the Mexican checks, entering the 
Barker bank account. They could only have gotten there through the 
hands of our general counsel, Gordon Liddy, who had taken them into 
his custodv. 

Mr. ED~IISTEN. l\fr. Stans, I am going to skip along, I don't want 
to encroach on the committee. At one time did you approve or consent 

Li
to giving l\fr. Fred LaRu e $80,000? 

1r. STANS. Yes, I did. Would you like to know the background of 
t? . 
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36. On or before June 26, 1972 Walters determined that there were 

no CIA sources or activities in Mexico that might be jeopardized by 

FBI investigations of the Ogarrio check in Mexico. On June 26, 1972 

Walters met with John Dean and advised him that there was nothing in 

any of the FBI investigations that could jeopardize or compromise in 

any way CIA activities or sources in Mexico. 
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I did. 
Mr. DASH. And then what did you do 1 
General ·WALTERS. I do not recall whether I went back to the Agency 

or not. I don 't think time would have allowed it because the appoint
ment had been made to see Mr. Gray at 2 :30 p.m. My recollection 
is not clear on this , whether I went back to the Agency or whether I 
stayed downtown. I have a feeling I stayed downtown and at 2 :30 I 
went to see Mr . Gray. · 

:Mr. DASH. Now, was Mr. Gray, by the way, expecting your visiU 
General "\V ALTERS. Mr. Gray, I believe, was expecting my visit. 
:Mr. DASH. How do you know thaU 
General WALTERS. I believe he has subsequently testified that Mr. 

Dean had told him that I was on my way down. 
Mr. DASH. All right. · 
Now, would you briefly relate to your best recollection what conver

sation you had with Mr. Gray at that time~ This was on June 23, 1972. 
General WALTERS. I said to Mr. Gray that I had just come from the 

White House where I had talked to some senior staff members and I 
was to tell him that the pursuit of the FBI investigation in Mexico, 
the continuation of the FBI investigation in Mexico, could-might 
uncover some covert activities of the Central Intelligence Agency. I 
then repeated to him what Mr. Helms had told me about the agreement · 
between the FBI and CL.\ and he said he was quite aware of this ande 
I intended to observe it scrupulously. . · . 

Mr. DAsH: Now, did you tell him who gave you the direction to-
General "\V ALTERS. I did not. I told him I had talked to some senior 

people a.t the "\Vhite House. . 
Mr. DASH. Now, was that the sum and substance of that conversa 

tion in Mr. Gray's office~ 
General 'WALTERS. I believe so. We had expressed pleasure at meet

ini one another. I hii,d intend~ to ~all on him, an.d so forth, and any
thing else that occurred I believe will be covered m the memorandum 
which is in your possession. 

Mr. DAsH. I think you ,testified that you ·also on June 28 included a 
memorandum of the meeting with Mr. Gray on June 23. I would like 
to showlou a copy of the memorandum and ask you if this is a correct 
copy an does it cover the testimony you have just given. 

General "\V ALTERS. Yes, it is a correct copy. 
Mr. DAsH. Mr. Chairman, may that memorandum be marked as an 

exhibit and be receivedin evidence 1 
Senator ERVIN. In ,the absence of objection by any committee mem

ber it is so ordered and will be appropriately marked as an exhibit 
and received in evidence as such. · · 

[The document referred to was marked exhibit ·N o. 129. *] 
Mr. DASH. Now, after you met ;with Mr. Gray did you return to. your 

offices at the CIA and--
General WALTERS. Yes; I did. 
Mr. DASH [continuing]. And did you make a report of that meeting 

to former Director Helms~ · · 
General WALTERS. And I also started to check on whether this was 

. 

a fact. I talked to the people at our geographic area that handles. 
l\fexico and I am not sure whether this was completed on the Friday 

•see p. 3815. 
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afternoon or whether it was completP.'1 Monday morning, but it was 
soon clear to me that nobody who w&.: · 'lponsible for that area in the 
Agency felt that the ongoing FBI inv , .,;.igation could jeopardize any 
of the Agency sources or activities in Mexico. . 

~Ir. DASH. Well, now, did you subsequently receive any communica
tion from anybody at the White House after Jm1e 231 

General WALTERS. On Monday morning, June 26, I received a phone 
call from a man who identified himself as John Dean and he said he 
wished to speak to me about the matters that Mr. Haldeman and ~Ir. 
Ehrlichman had discussed with me on Friday. I did not know Mr. 
Dean. And I expressed so-something to the e:ff ect that I don't know 
who you are and he said, "Well, you can caU. Mr. Ehrlichman to see 
whether it is all right to talk to me or not." 

~Ir, DASH. Did you call Mr. Ehrlichman 1 
General WALTERS. I called Mr. Ehrlichman. I had some difficulty 

in reaching him but finally I reached him and I said: "A Mr. John 
Dean wants to talk to me about the matt~rs discussed with you and Mr. 
Haldeman on the preceding Friday" and he said: "Yes, it is all right 
to talk with him. He is in charge of the. whole matter." . 

Mr. DASH. Did you then meet with Mr. Dean on that day~ 
General WALTERS. I then--
Mr. DASH. The 26th. 
General WALTERS. I then called Mr. Dean again and he asked me to 

come down and see him, I believe, at 11 :30 or 11 :45. I believe it is 
indicated on thememorandum I wrote. · 

Mr. DASH. Will you relate to the committee the conversation you 
had with Mr. Dean at that time, on June 26, 1912 l . 

General WALTERS. Mr. Dean said that he was handling this whole 
matter of the Watergate, that it was causing a lot of trouble, that it 
was very embarrassing. The FBI was investigating it. The leads had 
led to some important people. It might lead to some more important 
people. 

The FBI was proceeding on three hypotheses, namely, that this 
break-in had been organized by the Republican National Committee, 
by the Central Agency, or by someone else; whereupon I said I did not 
know who else organized it but I know that the Central Intelli~ence 
Agency did not organize it. I said, furthermore-I related to l\Ir. Dean 
my conversation with Mr. Haldeman and l\f r. Ehrlichman on the pre
vious Friday, and told him I had checked within the Agency and 
found there was nothing in anv of the ongoing FBI investi!!Utions 
that could jeopardize CIA activities or sources or compromise them 
in any way in Mexico. · 

He then said, "Well, could this not have happened without your 
knowledj?"e?" "We.11," I said, "orig-inally perhaps, hut I have inquired. 
I have talked to Mr. Helms and I am sure that we had no part in this 
operation aQ"ainst the Democratic National Committee." 

He kept pressing this. There must have been. These people all nsed 
to work for the CIA, and all this thing-. I sr.:d mavhe thev used to, but 
they were not when they did it and he pressed and pressed on, on this 
and asked if there was not some wav I could help him, and it seemed 
to me he was exnlorin~ perhans the ·option of seeini! whetht:'r he could 
put some of the blame on us. There was not nnv SJ;,,cifie thing he s11id 
but the ,general tenor was in this wav and I said to him-I di<l'not harn 
an opportunity to consult with anybody-I simply s1id, 
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l!r. Dean, any attempt to involve the Agency in the stifling of this affair 
would be a disaster. It would destroy the credibility of the Agency with the 
Congress, with the Nation. It would be a grave disservice to the President. I will 
not be a party to it and I am quite prepared to resign before I do anything that 

. will implicate the Agency in this matter. 

This seemed to shock him somewhat. I said that anythingthat would 
involve any of these Government agencies like the CIA and FBI in 
anything improper in this way would be a disaster for the Nation. 
Somewhat reluctantly he seemed to accept this line of argument and 
I left. 

lfr. DASH. ·Now, General ·walters, since you had made the check 
prior to seeing Mr. Dean concerning whether in fact any FBI investi
gation in Mexico would seriously or not seriously involve any covert 
activities of the CIA, and you reported that to Mr. Dean at this meet
i...--ig, did you believe that you were responding at that meetin~ then to 
the concern that you had received at the earlier meeting trom the 
statement from Mr. Haldeman? 

General WALTERS. Yes, Mr. Dash, I did. At the risk of perhaps 
seeming naive in retrospect it did not occur to me .at that time that 
l\-Ir~ Dean would not tel1 Mr. Gray. Mr. Gray was in touch with Mr. 
Dean. Mr. Dean told me he was in touch with Mr. Gray. In retrospect 

Li
!!~ould, of course, have called Mr. Gray directly. I regret that I did 

Mr. DASH. And you had been informed by Mr. Ehrlichman when 
you checked as to whether you shou. Id talk to Mr. Dean, that Mr. Dean 
was a person you could talk to, that he was handling the matted 

General ·w ALTERS. That is correct. · 
Mr. DASH. I think when you were testifying just a little while ago 

you said that you may have incorrectly put in your memorandum of 
the June 26 meeting something that should have been in another meet
ing. I want to show you your memorandum or a writing that appears 
to be a memorandum prepared by you on June 28 dealing with the 
conversation you had with Mr. Dean on June 26 and ask you if you 
want to make a correction as to that memorandum for the record. You 
will notice, General ·w alters, that there is an excised portion of that 
memorandum which has- been cut out and on our receipt of that, it 
appeared to be matters which dealt with national security and, there-
fore, was excised. . 

General WALTERS. Fine. I am very appreciative of the committee 
for doing this. 

Yes, it does. If I were to make a correction somewhat complicated 
it would really be that the fourth ·paragraph, the sixth and seventh 
paragraphs belong to the conversation of the 27th rather than the 
conversation of the 26th. · 

Mr. DASH. And that dealt with the question of money, bail money 
from the CIA. 

General WALTERS. That is correct. This is a correct copy. 
]\fr. DASH. It is a correct copy of your memorandum I 
General WALTERS. Yes, it is. 
Mr. DASH. Mr. Chairman, could we have that memorandum marked 

as an exhibit and received in evidence i 
Senator ERVIN. The memorandum will be appropriately numbered 

as an exhibit and received in evidence as such. 
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28 June 1972 

MEMORANDUM FOR RECORD ) 

On 26 June at about 10:00 a. m. I received a phone call. from 
Mr. John Dean at the White House. He said he wished to see me 
about the matter-that Jo'hn Ehrlichman and Bob Haldeman had 
discussed with me o.n the 23rd of June. I could check this out 
with them if I wished. I agreed to call on him in his office in 
Room 106 at the Executive Office Building at 1145 that morning. 
Immediately after hanging up, l called Ehrlichman to find out if 
this was alright and after some difficulty I reached him and he 
said I could talk freely to Dean. 

At 1145 I called at Dean's office. and saw him alone. He said 
that the inve·stigation of the Watergate "bugging" case was extremely 
awkward, there were lots of leads to important people and that the 
FBI which was investigating the matter was working on three .theories: 

L It was organized by the Republican National Co:rnrnittee. 
z. It was organi.zed by the C!A. 
3. It was organized by some ,other party. 

I said that l had discussed this with Director Helms and twas 
quite sure that the Agency was not in any way involved and I knew 
that the Director wished to distance hiI1?,self and the Agency from the 
matter. Dean then asked whether I was sure that the Agency was not 
involved. [ J I said that I was sure that none of 
the suspects had been on the Agency payroll .for the last two years. 

Dean then said·that. .some of the accus.ed w;te getting. scared and 
''wobbling". I said that even so they could not implicate the Agmcy. 
Dean then asked whether there was not some way that the Agency 
cou~ baii for them {they had been unable to raise bail). He 
added.that it was not just bail, that if these men went to prison, 
could we (CIA) find some way to pay their salaries while they were 
in jail out of covert action funds. 
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I said that I must be guite clear. I was the Deputy Director 
and as such had only authority specifically delegated to me by .the 
Director ,and was not in the chain of command but that the great 
strength of the Agency and its value to the President of the nation 
lay in the fact that it was apolitical and had never gotten itself · 
involved in political disp1.1tes. Despite the fact that I had only 
been with the Agency a short time, I knew that the Director felt 
strongly about this. 

I then said that big as the troubles might be with the Watergate 
Affair, if the Agency were to provide bail and pay salaries, this 
would become known sooner or later in the current "leaking" 
atmosphere of Washington and at that point the scandal would be 
ten times greater as such action could only be done upon direction 
at the "highest level" and that those who were not touched by the 
matter now would certainly be so. 

Dea:n seemed at first taken aback and then very much 
impressed by this argument and said that it was certainly a.very 
great risk that would have to be weighed. I repeated that the 
present affair would be small potatoes compared to what would 
happen if we did what he wanted and it leaked. He nodded. gravely. 

I said that, in addition, the Agency wou.ld be completely 
discredited with the public and the Congress and would lose all 
value to the President and the Administration. Again he nodded 
gravely. 

He then asked if I could think of any way we (CIA) could help. 
I said I could not think of any but I would discuss the matter with 
the Director and would be in touch with him. However, I felt that 
I was fully cognizant of the Director's feelings in this matter. 
He thanked me and I left. 

Vo::rnon A. Walters 
Lieutenant General. USA 

2 
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37. On or about June 27, 1972 John Dean and Fred Fielding, his assistant, 

delivered to FBI agents a portion of the materials from Howard Hunt's safe. 

The materials given to the FBI agents included top secret diplomatic dis

patches relating to Vietnam. The portion withheld from the FBI agents 

included fabricated diplomatic cables purporting to show the involvement 

of the Kennedy administration in the fall of the Diem regime in Vietnam, 

memoranda concerning the Plumbers unit, a file relating to an investiga

tion Hunt had conducted for Charles Colson at Chappaquidick, and two note

books and a pop-up address book. 
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1Vhen Petersen arrived at Kleindienst's office he gave a status report 
of the investigation. Kleindienst then related my concern to Petersen. 
Petersen was troubled by the case and the implications of it. Klein
dienst had another meeting, so Petersen and I-I believe the other 
meeting was in his office, so Petersen and I went ,into )Ir. Kleindienst's 

· back office and talked further. To the best of my re<:ollection, we did 
not discuss specifics, rather it ,was a general discussion. 

I told him I had·no idea where this thing might end, but I told him 
I did not think the ·white Honse could withstand a wide-open ,investi
gation. The sum and substance of our conversation was that I had no 
idea how far this matter might go, but I had reason-without being 
specific-to suspect the worst. The meeting ended on that note, that I 
hoped I was wrong. 

I do not recall ever reporting this meeting to Ehrlichman, because 
he had a somewhat strained relationship with Kleindienst and I 
thought he •would raise havoc that I did not have an assurance from 
Kleindienst that he would take care of everything. I did report, how
ever, that I felt Petersen would handle this matter fairly and not pur
sue a ·wide-open inquiry into everything the White House had been 
doing for 4 years. I made this statement not because of anything Peter
sen specifically sa..id, as much as the impression he gave me that he 
realized the problems of a wide-open investigation of the 'White House 
in an election year. 

r 
Returning now to the contents of Mr. Hunt's safe, it was mid-morn

ing on Tuesday, June 20, when the GSA men brought several cartons 
to my office, which contained the contents of Hunt's safe. I had learned 
earlier that morning from Fielding that the boxes had been secured in 
Kehrli's office overnight. Fii.elding also reported that they had found a 
handgun in the safe, which Kehrli had disengaged, a ·large briefcase 
containing electronic equipment, and a number of documents, some 
of which •were classified. I told Fielding I would like his assistance 
later that day in going through the material. 

During the afternoon of the 20th, Fielding and I began going 
through the cartons of Hunt's materials. I remember looking in the 
briefcase, which contained electronic equipment. I frankly do not 
know what it was it contained, but it contained loose wires, chapsticks 
for your lips with wires coming out of them and instruction sheets 
for walkie-talkies. As I recall, there were also some antennas in there. 

We then began sorting the documents. The bulk of the papers were 
classified cables from the State Department relating to the early years 
of the war in Vietnam. These were separated out from the rest of 
the papers. The other papers I assumed related to Hunt's work at the 
'White House. Also, there were personal papers. I will attempt, to the· 
best of my recollection, to describe the papers and do<mments that 
were found in the safe. I must point out, however, that I personallv 
did not look at all the documents. rather it was a combined effort b;. 
Fielding- and myself to determine what was in Hunt's safe. ~ 

First, among his personal papers were copies of his submissions for 
his per diem pay as a consultant, a few travel .vouchers, and an enve
lope containing materials of a personal nature relating to his wife. 

Among the papers that I assumed related to his work at the ,v1nte 
House were numerous memorandums to Chuclf'colson reaarding 
Hunt's assessment of the plumbers unit operation and critical of }fr. 
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Krogh's handling of matters; a number of materials relating to Mr. 
Daniel Ellsberg, such as news clippings and a psychological study of 
Ellsberg which apparently had been prepared by someone who had 
never actually met or talked with Mr. Ellsberg; a bogus cable-thatis, 
other cables spliced together into one cable regarding the involvement 
of persons in the Kennedy administration in the fall of the Diem 
regime in Vietnam ; a memorandum regarding some discussion about 
the bogus cable with Colson and Mr. "William Lambert; some materials 
relating to an investigation Hunt had conducted for Colson at Chap
·paquid1ck, some materials relating to the Pentagon Papers and a 
paperback book containing the published Pentagon Papers. 

Upon examining the contents of the safe, I recall that Fielding and 
I discussed our concern about the public impact some of these docu
ments might have if they became public, particularly in an election 
year. I requested that Fielding remove the politically sensitive docu
ments from the others, which he did. The classified State Department 
cables were too bulky for my own safe, so I called David Young and 
requested that he store them for me in his office, as I assumed at that 
time that they would probably be returned to the State Department. 
I told · Youn()' when he came to pick up the materials that they had 
come from Hunt's safe and he should store them-all together-until 
I told him what to do with them. Accordin<1ly, Mr. Young took the 
State Department documents to his office. The large briefcase was 
stored in a locked closet in my office suite, and the politically sensitive 
documents and Hunt's personal papers were placed in a safe in my 
office. The remaining materials were left in the cartons on the floor in ____ .. y office. . 

I subsequently met with Ehrlichman to inform him of the contents 
of Hunt's safe. I gave him a description of the electronic equipment 
and told him about the bogus cable the materials relating to Ellsberg 
and the other politically sensitive documents. I remember well his in
structions: He told me to shred the documents and "deep six" the brief
case. I asked him what he meant by '"deep six." He leaned back in his 
chair and said: "You drive across the river on your way home at 
riight-don't you f' I said, yes. He said, "Well, when you cross over 
the bridge on your way home, just toss the briefcase into the river." 

I felt very much on the spot, so I told him in a joking manner that 
l would brmg the materials over to him and he could take care of 
t.hem because he also crossed the river on his way home at night. He 
said, no thank you, and I left his office and returned to my office. 

After leaving Erlichman's office I thought about what he had to]d 
me to do and was very troubled. I raised it with Fielding and he shared 
my feelings that this would be an incredible action to destroy potential 
evidence. I think l\1r. Fielding appreciated my quandary-when Ehr
lichman said do something. he expected it to be done. I decided to think 
it OYer. I did take the briefcase out of mv office because the closet that 
it was being stored in was used by the secret:\ ries in the office and I 
did 11ot have an available safe to hold the lar!!e briefcase. I was also 
giving SPrious consideration to Ehrlichman's instructions. Accordingly, 
I placed the briefcase in the trunk of my car, ,vhere it remained until 
I returned it to the office after I had reached a decision that I could 
not follo,v Ehrlichman's instrndions. l will explain in n few minutes 
how I handled the material in Hunt's safe, but before doing so, I ,vonld 
like to continue with the sequence of events. 
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been earlier, that the CIA could not and would not be brought in to 
solve the problems confronting the 'White House and reelection com
mittee as a result of the ,v atergate incident. . 

I subsequently informed Ehrlichman and Halclcman that unless the 
President directly ordered the CL\. to prodcle support for those 
involved that the CL\.'was not going to get iurnh-ed. I told them I 
agreed with ,valters that this would be a terrible mistake and they 
both told me they agreed. · 

TR.i....-S:lllTI'IXG THE ~fa.TERllLS IX Mn. HusT's S,\.FE TO THE FBI r: I would now like to explain the transmitting of the materials in 
Hunt1s safe to the FBI. As I noted earlier, shortly after the FBI. inter
view on June 22 of Colson, and my later instructions from Ehrlichman 
to .;.Deep Six." the briefcase and shred documents, I had informed the 
FBI that I would forward the material found in Hunt~s office. After 
weighing the implications of Ehrlfohman's instructions to destroy the 
items I decided that I would not engage in any such activity myself or 
be pushed into it. Accordingly, I asked David Young to return the 
State Department cable to my office. I had already returned the brief
case from my car trunk to my office. 

I received several calls from the FBI requesting the material, but 
I ·had not yet figured out how to teU Ehrlichman I was not going to 
destroy the material. I knew I had to develop a good argument to give 
Ehrlichman as to why the materials should not be destroyed. On 
June 25 or 26 I went to Ehrlichman to explain that I thought the 
men who drilled the safe had probably seen the briefcase, that the 
Secret Service agent who was present had probably seen some of the 
material; that :Mr. Kehrli and Fielding had seen it-and what would 
happen when all those people were later asked by the FBI about the 

.. contents of the safe. Then, I said I felt we must turn owr the material 
to the ·FBI. With regard to the sensitive documents. I suggested that 
they be given d-irectly to Grav. I told Ehrliclunan that, ,if ewr asked 
under oath, I had to be able to~ testify that to the best of mv knowledge; 
eYerything found in the safe had been turned over to the FBI. 
. The FBI agents came to my office, I belien~ on ,Tune 26 or 27. 
I gave them one box, which had been packed and told them that 
as soon as the other material was packed I would get it to them. 1Yhen 
I got tied up in a meeting, I phoned Fielding and asked him to pack 
up the remainder of the materials, which I belie,-e was the State De
partment cables and the briefcase. He did so and turned o,·er the re~ 
mainder of the materfals, with the exception of the two em·elopes 
whioh contained the politically sensith-e materials I described earlier. 

LI spoke with Ehrlichman on the 28th and informed him the material 
had been sent to the FBI with the exception of the politically sensitive 
documents. He told me he was meeting later that day with . Gray and 
I should bring them over at that time. 

I went to Ehrlichmnn's office just before )[r. Grrrv arriwd. I placed 
the envelopes on the coffee table in his officC'. 1111en tTr:t:,· arriwd. 
Ehrlichman told him that we had some material for him that had 
come from Hunt's safe. Ehrlichman dPscrihecl it as politicalh sensi
th·l'. hut not rt'latNl to the 1Yntnrrnh'. I told Gray that Fit'lrlitw nnd 
I had gone throngh Hunt's doctiments and had turned on'r all the 
materials to the agents except the documents fo. these two l'nn~lopes. 
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cor~ect? Would it be the morning of the 20t,.,-? :res, th e r::o::':-:·,_:ig 

of- the 20th. When you went tr.rough: · the bo::tes . "Tith EZ' • ' D~:::.ni 

what was . eonta±neQ . in ,., tho.ee l?<,xes?. · r--:-·A Aside . from ; the : briefcase, -·o( · eourse, .=.the bttlk .. -of: ·ch~-

1 l\>Ate~ial we"'° cal;>le$r copies of cal>le!I. 

·. Q Did yot; reGl4 · the cable1;1? 

A. Just· briefly I -looked a.t them. 

Q Do' l'(>U · recall the contents . of those .cables? 

fied. 

Q · Do . you know if they are still classified? 

A r ·would have -no way of knowing if they have been 

declassified.or not. They bore classification markings on-them. 

Q eWhat were the markings that indicated --to you that they 

were ·c1assified? 

A Standard top secret. 

Q Stamp? 

A These were Thepnofax. I don •t r~lly recall if b"l:ry 

were ·stamped or just typed only. 

Q Are these the telegrams that we have . been r€ad-i.,~~ about 

in the paper which Mr. Hunt allegedly has doctored up? 

A No. There were a lot of eables that I wou!d co:1:!l::;.:: 

to be legitimate cables. In addition, there was a fo:c.~:: ·~:---._·: 
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oV'er, to the best of my knowledge it was all turn~ over, but 

:r want:edto ·gualify , it to th~t extent, that i-e wasn"t a11 ' tu:rned 

o~r to 'the sa."ne persqn, but it ·~as ail t.urrted over to- ths same 

organization-, to tlit!' be.st ,of "rtiy Knowledge. 

O .Did Mr. Dean; tell ·you · 'who- he bad thsstf discussions 

with? 

A · e:Yes. -

0' -Who·were"those people? 

0 Mr. ·Ha ldenian? 

A No. As '·I recall; the only' name that r recall · in that 

conversation , wa:if Mr'. Ehrliclmicln. Conceivably,.' he ·could have-

talked · to ~ny number Of ·people~ . ·:r don't 'know; t ·wasn't privy 

to any conversa.tion'exeept betw~enMr. Dean andtnyself~ 

· Q You were not · in on any conversations? 

A No. 

-
Q YQu were getting -:reports as t;.o how this was going to 

be handled'? 

A · It wasn •t even reports. It was just ·conversat.i,ons · 

that we had. During this period of time that that materia ·l 

was in the safe, I was doing other things. 

When <;lid the material come out of the safe, to the 

your knowledg~? 
J 
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h I believe on the 27th. I got a call from Mr. · Dean 

anc:l he ask. .ed me ·"."'- he told ,ne that he had tu~ed over s~ of 

the things · that morning and asked me; t() :get st· bex--

0 ~t -~ s,tpp · you. You $ay : he :_"turned over : ~Qtne;of 

the . thing;l. '.' 'What . type pf .things did . h~. turn . over? 

A., He called me · and . said be had turned over some of ., the 

thing$ that morl)ing . or that .afternoon -- I don't rernember pre

cisely what· the titne frame was --:- and would l get a box .. anc:l. 

t'Qrn over tnere$t of·it, that the E'BI:agents ,would come and 

pick it up. : I got a box. He told me the material to tie turned 

over was sitting on the ,coffee table in his office ·. I got .a 

box, went in, put the m~~rial in the .box; put the briefcase 

in · t};le box, l!:lealed the . bqx_.,. Jnarked it "Top . Secret," presuming 

that that wa~ the highest classification of anything t}.l~r~, 

When ttie agt'!nts , came up to pick it up, they had already had 

some materi~ls. As I . recall, they gave me an , inventory sheet 

at that point, although,! don't recall whatever happen~d to

the inventory sheet. We have looked for it subsequently. That 

is why it is fresh in my mind that I didn't know where it was. 

They.wanted to return the gun, the pistol, and i told them they 

either took all or nothing, so they went back and check~d, got 

D~~ . ~ 
on t:he telephone ..aa4- did something and then agreed that they -,~ 

wcc2l:;! k~p the pistol and then they took the box. -----
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[Mr. Gro.y subsequently submitted the following document for 
the record:] 

Ft:DERAL BUREAU OF J:svF:STfGATIO:S, 
July 3, 1972. 

Mr. John Dean, Le~al Counsel to Richard M. Nixon, President of the United 
States, Executive Office Building, 17th and Pennsylvania Avenue, N. W., Wash
ington, D.C. (WDC)

1 
r.rovided Special Agents Daniel C. Mahan and Michael. 

J. King of the FBI, ,\ DC, one cardboard bnx, which he stated wa;, the effects. 
of Mr. Everette Howard Hunt taken from Room 338 of the Executive Office, 
Building. The effects contained in this box provided by l\lr. Dean arc listed .as 
follows: 

One smo.ll metal box; . . . . 
One .2.5 caliber automatic Colt revolver, bearing Serial Number 321803; 
One clip for this revolver, containing live ammunition; 
One holster; , 
One Rolodex file; 
One copy of the book "Pentagon Papers"; 
Numerous sheets of carbon copy papers; 
Two White House pad'!; 
Numerous shc.ets of White House stationery; 
One desk calendar; 
A quantity of office supplies, three stamp pads, sc~sors, pens an4 pencils, 

scotch tape, staples, staple gun, glue, and a clipboard; 
Two folders (instructions of office operationJ; 
One blanket; 
One plastic carrying case. . 

' Interviewed on June 27, 19!2_,. o.t Washingtol!,_ D.C. File No. WFO 139-166; 
by SAs -Daniel C. Mahan and 1viichael J. KinBf· vate dictated June 29, 1972. · 

FEDERAL BUREAU OF lNVESTIGATIO.!!i, 
Date of transcription: July 3, 1972. 

Mr. Fred Fielding, Assh1tant to the Legal Counsel to Ric .hard M.- Nixon, 
President of the United States, Executive Office Building, 17th and Pennsylvaoia. 
Avenue, N.W., Washington, D.C. (WDC), furnished Special Agents Daniel C. 
Mahan and Michael J. King of the FBI, WDC, one large cardboard box sealed 
with tape and marked with pen "Top Secret". 

An inventory of the contents of that box is listed as follows: 
I. One brown envelope marked "Howard · Hunt, Eyes Only, Personal, 

Unclassified". 
2. Six brown envelopes containing classified material relating to the "Pentagon 

Papers". 1 · 
3. One tan folder marked "Ellsberg" conta ining numerous p.1.pers concerning 

one Daniel Ellsberg. 
4. One tan folder marked" Pentagon Papers" containing newspaper articles. 
5. One tan folder marked "Time and Pay Records" containing verification of 

hours worked at the White House. 
6. One tan folder marked 11 Correspondence" containing copies of letters. 
7. One tan folder marked "Press Contacts" containing press contacts and 

newspaper articles. 
8. One tl.l.Il folder marked "John Paul Yann" containing a ne,vspaper article. 
9. One empty gray folder. · 
10. One black attache case containing the following list of items: 
Four l{el-Com Transcci\ ·crs Technical Manual o.nd Operating Instruction-Bell 

and Howell 148-174.\[CS; · 
Two antennas-UG-447/U and numbered 7•l868; . 
RG-58A/U, Belden 825!1 Antenna Lead Wire; . . 
Four rechargeable model Bl nickel cadmium batteries-Bell and Howell; 
One tear gas cannister/General MK VII, l\I/G. General Ordnance Equipment 

Corp., Pittsburgh, Pa; 
Two microphones-;;imula.tcd chapstick containers; 
Three antenna lead,; 
Two earphones, numbered 8813, 9042; 
Four antennas, bendable wire; 
Six jack wires; . 

/ 

(422) 

.. 



37. 3 FBI INVENTORY OF CONTENTS OF HUNT'S SAFE, 
SJC, GRAY NOMINATION HEARINGS, 329-30 

330 

One shoulder harnc,;s with white lead wire and phone jack; 
Three shoulder harnesses; 
Three belt harnesse.'!; 
Three operating instructions for Bell and Howell Port;1hle Transmitter: 

_One Mobil Oil Co. map of Delaware, Maryland, Virginia and West Virginia, 
with pencil circle around Warrenton, Virginia area and with pencil circle around 
·Union Station area; 

Two lead wires with black end and pink end; : . 
One Avis rental car map of the Baltimore, Md., and WDC area, with circles 

around junction of Route 695 and 19,;, circle in the area of junction with George 
Washington Memorial Parkway and I95, circled area of junction with George 
Washington Memorial Parkway and Route 166, circled area of junction of Capital 
Beltway and Maryland Route 190 (River Road), circled area of junction "ith 
I270 and !495, circled area of Campbell Corner, .Maryland, circled area of 14th 
and K Street s, N. W., with a pencil route tr:i.ced from the House of Repre sentatives 
Office Buildings to the 14th and K Street areas. 

Interviewed on June 27, 1972, at Washington, D.C. File No. WFO 139-166; by 
.._ ___ s.As .. · Daniel C. Mahan and Michael J. King . Date dictated June 29, 1972. 

Senator B-nm. Did the FBI believe l\fr. Dean turned over everv-
thin_g that had been taken from Mr. Hunt's safe? ~ 

Mr . . GRAY. I know allegations have been made that this did not 
occur. This came up in October, as I recall, when I think there was a 
motion to suppress evidence filed by Mr. Hunt, and his attorney. At 
that time we again went into this allegation, with the as5istant U.S. 
attorney and with the Assistant Attorney General in the Criminal 
Division, regarding a pocket notebook an<l a Hermes notebook. 

I think I am correct in saying that the agents went to stores here in 
Washington trying to identify a Hermes notebook or a Hermis note
book, whatever that is. But the alle~ations were made in that motion 
to suppress that this pocket notebook and this Hermes notebook were 
not turned over. 

That was not found in any of the effects of Howard Hunt. This was 
looked into in the presence of the special agent, the assistant U.S. 
attorney-.,.this was at the time we were preraring to respond to that 
motion-and the Assistant Attorney Gen.em in charge of the Criminal 
Division. 

And there is no evidence at all that that pocket notebook and that 
Hermes notebook were there . 
. Senator BYRD. Was Mr. Dean subsequently qu('stioned? · ·. 

Mr. GRAY. He was questioned at that time, yes; he was. Yes, that is. 
correct .. 

Senator BYRD. On what date was he questioned"? 
Mr. GRAY. I will have to get the date for vou for the record. 
(Mr. Gray subsequently s1ihmitted the following document for the 

record:) 
Mr. GRAY. Upon checking the records, Senator Byrd, I hiwe leumed that on 

January 4, 1973, in pretrial preparation, Mr. Dl•an, Mr. Kehrli and i\Ir. Fit'lding · 
were all questioned by Assistant U.S. Att orney Silht•rt, in the J.>re,,ence of As.-.i,..tant 
Attorney General Petersen of the Criminal Divi.~ion and a Special Agent of our 
Washington Field Office in Mr. Petersen's office at the Justice Building. 

Senator BYRD. W11.s he q~testioned subsequent t::, the first iuterrog:\
tion? Were there followups? 

Mr. GRAY. No; I will hn.ve to h)k n.t the <late of the list of inter
views. I am talking now about when he w:is questioned r('gt\rding the 
motion to suppre ss u.nd the fact tlrnt there were items missing from 
the mt\lerit1.l turn~d over to us. 

Semitor BYRD. Are you con\"incetl that there was no effort to conceal 
anything? 
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p R G D I N G S ] 

THE Action No~ 1827~72, 

I United Str.tes of J\!11:::-~ic:.~ 'iersus E. Heward Hunt, James W. McCord~ 

1/ 

I 
I 

I 
I 

: I 

R. }.]artinez' Frank A~ Osturgis and 

Virgilio R. ~~nzale~. 

Nr. Phi lj !~ · Lr.c'Jv ara · and. Mr. Richard Ben-Yeniste, 

counsel for the gov.:~rm::::,, ~. 

Sidney Snchs, counsel for Mr. Hunt / 

Derna.rd L. Fensterwald, counsel for Mr • . McCord. · 

Mr. Daniel E. S1•.ultz, ·cou...-1.sel for Messrs. Barker, --

I 
! 

,I 
Ii Martinez, Sturgis :=rn d 
I' 

Coll zale z. 

11 

I! 
1: 

THE COURT: Mr. Shultz 

MR. SHULTZ: Yesr Your Honor. 

j: THE COURT: As to the defendants whom you represent, ~ 
i 
I 
i 

do you waive ~heir right to be present here today? 

MR. SHULTZ: 
;f 

THE COURT: 

Yes, I do, Yo~r Honor. ·-1 

,· . - ·1 

:1 
Mr. Shultz, I will hear you with referen<:1 ii 

11 

/I 

1/ 

1 

tc the motion filed by your clients to withdraw their pleas of 

g·.dl ty. I will allow you one half-hour and then -.1'. will . allow 

tLe Government one hal::-hour to answer. 

I 
I 

1
.,1 · facts? 

Ii . 
ii 
I . 
1J with the 

MR. BEN-VENISTE: 
' -

May I make a brief st~tement ·of 

THE COURT: Yes. 

MR. BEN-VENISTE: Your Honor, this is in connection _. j 

motion made by the defendant Hunt and it relates to 
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cvi,k :~·-::e 1·.},ir.:h has recently come into our possession from John 

l·!. D0;,~r: III. As you know, Your Honor, Mr. Dean pleaded guilty · 

on O..::tobz:c 19th before this Court and following that time we 

hc;d oc.c:",s.:=.J:i. to interview him from c1rnc to ·time but .the 

dcVfJ.topni .. ~r;_;;;:; ever the last few weeks inhibited us to some 

extcn~:: fro:-.1 doing th:,i.t as thoroughly as we would like. However 

last Fridays while we ·, were in Court, members of ·our staff -·~· 

inte::."vie,,:ed Mr. Dean c>.nd questioned him with respect ' to the 

~on te~t.s of Hunt's safe. This was the first occasion on 

' ''.hid:. membors of the Special Prosecution Force had the 

opportunity to question him about this matter. Mr. Dean rela<ce 

that at son,e time in late January, 1973, he discovered a file · 

folder in his office containing the President's estate plait~ 

two cloth-bound ·notebooks with cardboard covers and ·1in~d pages 

.containing some handwriting. Dean at that time res::,alled that 

these had come from Howard HW1t' s safe. Dean di4 _not look . at 

the conten.t:s and cannot recall.what might have been in· . them. ·', 

He assumed it related to the Ellsberg break-in. : ae ··shredded .\ 

both notebooks in his shredder. 

At the same time he also discovered a pop"'.up address ~~ 

book contain~ng some names with each page x-d ou,t ·1n ink. , Dean, 

threw this pop-up notebook into the waste b .. asket ·at the time. 

These are facts, o.f course, which defense cot.ms .el should know : 
.: 

about. We are apprising the Court of them at this . time for 

that purpose. It is out belief that this does not alter our · 
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~ arguc,cnt which we will present to the Court .U1 due rnurse. 

Thank you, Your Honor. 

THE COURT: Do you wish to say anything? 

~ 
MR. SACHS: 

THE COURT: 
II 

At this time, no, Your Honor. 

Mr. Shultz, I will hear from you. 

MR. SHULTZ: Your Honor, my understanding of the 

! argument today with respect to the motions filed for leave 

I to ,d thdraw guilty pleas is to address ourselves to the 

l 
, question cf whether or not what we have submitted is legally 

I ~ sufficient either to grant the motions on the basis of the paper·s 

like I that have been submitted or to require a hearing. I would 

to say at the outset that for poss,ibly the first time, at 

least in part, we agree with the Government. lVe feel that 

based upon what has been submitted that a hearing isn't nccessaxr 

.either, but we feel because the motions should be g;antcd. I 
The affidavits which we have submitted pursuant to the Court's 

request and t11e Government is urging we feel set for the fact 

that these defendants, Mr. Martinez, Mr. Gonzalez, Mr. Sturgis 

and Mr. Barker,do have a defense to the charges themselves. 

In large part, the only reason and purpose for a hearing at 

this point would be for the Government to challenge the 

validity of their defense~ and we think the authorities are 

' clear in saying that in terms of ruling on a motion to with draw 

and one made pre-senterice that the Court is not supposed to 

delve into the merits of the proffered defense. While on the 
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38. On June 26 or 27, 1972 Dean met with Walters and asked if there 

was any way the CIA could provide the bail money or pay the salaries of 

the persons arrested in connection with the break-in at the DNC head

quarters. Wa~ters said the CIA would do so only on a direct order from 

the President. According to Dean, his proposal to the CIA had previously 

been approved by John Ehrlichman. Dean also has testified that he 

reported to Ehrlichman regarding Walters' negative position on the 

proposal, and that he was asked by Ehrlichman to push Walters a little 

harder. Ehrlichman has denied receiving these reports from Dean. On 

June 28, 1972 at 10:45 a.m. Dean met with Ehrlichman. At 11:30 a.m. 

Dean telephoned Walters and asked Walters to see him in his EOB office. 

At this meeting Walters and Dean discussed the Dahlberg check and the 

Mexican checks, and Dean again asked whether the CIA could do anything 

to stop the FBI investigation of these checks. Walters said there 

was nothing his Agency could do. 
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tion I was bringing to their attention, that this information was being 
gfren to the President. 

I do not recall when actuallv I received the first written information 
from the FBI; but I believe ~it was after ,July 21 "·hen I received a 
summary report that had been prepared on the investigation to that 
stage. 

I would also like to now summarize tothe bottom of the page, and 
indicate that when--

. Mr. DASH. Bottom of page 72. 
:Mr. DEAN. Seventy-two, correct, and indicate that after I did get 

possession of the documents, the FBI files, I found them not ,·ery 
meaningful and later Mr. :\fardian, Mr. Parkinson, l\fr. O'Brien came 
over to my office and read the reports, and Mardian, they all. reached 
the same conclusion and I recall Mardian's reaction was that the docu
ments indicated that the investigat,ion was too vigorous and he was 
quite critical of Gray and-asked me to call Gray to slow do~ but I 
never made such a call. 

It was after I showed a copy of the ,July 21 report to Mr. 
l\fitchell that 1Iardian insisted that he oo ·permitted to see the FBI 
reports. Mitchell agreed, and thought that Paul O'Brien and Ken 
Parkinson should also see them. 

I recall that when Mardian, O'Brien and Parkinson finally 
came to my office to look at the reports, they realized that they 
were not 'very meaningful. It was Mr. Mardian, ·however. who be
came very exoited because of foe scope of the inyestigation that 
Gray was conducting and the tone of the cables he was sending out 
of headquarters. l\Iardian clearly thought that Gray was being 
too vigorous in his investigation of the case and was quite critical 
of Gray's handling of the entire matter. He demanded that I tell 
Gray to slow down, but I never diid so. 

Summarizing the first paragraph on page 73, I would also note that 
I never showed any of these reports to any persons who were inter
viewed by the FBI and they were only given to Mr. Dick Moore of the 
White House staff ·when he was working on the Segretti matter for 
Mr. Ehrlichman and Mr. Haldeman. 

I do not recall eyer finding anything in the FBI reports which 
I scanned, that was worth reporting to Ehrlichman and Halde
man and so I .never read all of the reports that were sent to me. 
The FBI files containing the reports never left my office, n-0r were 
they shown to anyone in the 1Vhite Honse other than Dick Moore 
when Mr. ·Moore had been 1instructed to prepare a report on the 
Segretti incident by EhrJ.ichman. I never showed the reports to 
any of the persons who were inten"iewed by the FBI after thei,. 
interviews. 

FIRST DEALINGS WITH THE CLl 

r 
I will turn now to the first dealings I had with the CIA. It was dur

ing the meeting in Mitchell's office on .June 23 or 24 that )Iardian first 
raised the proposition that the CIA could take care of this entire mat-

NoTE.-Inde-ntro matte-r reprPse-nts portions of )Ir. Dean·s prepared statement whieh 
wero omitted or summarized in his presentation. 
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ter ,if they wished, in that they had funds and covert procedures for 
distributing funds. I was personally unaware of the workings of the 
CIA, but Mardian and Mitchell appeared very knowledgeable. As a 
result of this conversation, which was prompted by my reporting that 
Gray thought the CIA might be involved )Iitchell suggested I explore 
with Ehrlichman and Haldeman having the ·white House contact the 
CIA for assistance. It was also argued that the indiYiduals im-olved 
in the Watergate incident, as former CI.A. operatives. might com
promise the CIA in some manner, and the CIA should be interested in 
assisting. 

On )londay morning, June 26, I spoke with Ehrlichman regarding 
this suggestion. He thought it was a good idea and worth exploring. 
He told me to call the CIA and explore it with them. I told him that 
I had never dealt with anyone at the CIA and did not know Director 
Helms. He told me that I should not call Helms. rather General 
w· alters. I told him I did not know General 1\T alters either. He then 
told me that he and Haldeman had had a little chat-as he called it
with Helms and General ,valters a few days earlier about their deal
ings with the FBI in relationship to the "innstigation. He "as not 
specific. He then told me that I should deal with General "\Yalters 
because he was a good friend of the White House and the ,Yhite 
House had put him in the Deputy Director position so they could ha ,·e 
some influence over the Agency. He told me that I should tell General 
Walters that I was calling because he (Ehrlichman) had requested 
that I follow up on the earlier meeting they had and if there were 
any problems General ,valters should can him . .After my meeting 
with Ehrlichman, I telephoned General ,v alters. I told him I was 
crtlling at Ehrlichman's request on a matter relating to his previous 
discussions with Ehrlichman and Haldeman, and would like to have 
him visit with me if possible. He seemed some"lrnt surprised and un
certain about my call, so I told him that he might like to check mth )Ir. 
Ehrlichman. He said he would get back to me and he later called me 
back to set up a meeting for about noon at that day. 

When General "\Valters came to mv office I told him a.!lain that I was 
meeting with him at Ehrlichman's request. I made some general com
ments about the ,v atergate case. It was from my discussion as a result 
of general comment with ,valters that I became aware of the fact 
that Ehrlichman and Haldeman had discussed the Dahlberg- and )lex
ican money. ,Ye then discussed the fact that some of the~leads that 
the F·BI were pursuing were, to my understanding, were unrelated . 
to the ,v atergate but could result in persons, totally uninYoh-ecl. being 
embarrassed. I would just like to note to counsel for the record that 
some of this is different from the original pa,!!ination of my draft 
that may haYe been lost through the transcribing of it here. I also 
told him that I understood that the FBI had den-loped three possible 
theories of the case. which I explained and then asked if. in fact. any 
of the men arrested were persons that were working for the C'L\. 
General ,Yalters assured nw that tllC'Y were not. I then told him that 
I had been ·asked to explore enry possible menns of clPaling wirh this 
rather embarrassing- and trnuhlesome situation. Jx,c;1t15(· somt' of the 
men inYokPd were.looking for assistance. I asked him if then' was 
n ny possible way thr CL\ conlcl he of assistance in pnwiding- snppo1·t 
for the indi,-iduals inrnhed. Gem'ral "~altl't·s told me that while 
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it could, of course, be done, he told me that he knew the Director's 
feelings 1tbout such a matter and the Director would only do it on a 
direct order from the President. He then went on to say that to do 
anything to compound the situation would be most unwise and that 
to involve the OIA would only compound the problem because it would 
require that tlre President become directly involved. 

,vhile I cannot recall in detail everything General ":r alters told me, 
I do recall that his argument was most sound and very persuasive. I 
told him I agreed with his position fully and I had merely been asked 
to explore the potential, which he very rightly stated was too ~eat a 
risk. A.s the discussion ended I asked him that if he had any rurther 
ideas and told him I would appreciate the benefit of his thoughts. I 
thanked him for his coming over and his candid answers and he 
de~arted. 

~ubsequent to my meeting with General Walters, I reported back to 
Ehrliclunan that Walters had informed me that any inrnh·ement by 
the CIA in this matter was impossible. I recall that when I reported 
this to Ehrlichman, he very cynically said "very interesting". He told 
me that I should talk with General '\Valters further and push him a. 
little harder to see if the CIA. couldn't help out, particularly with 
regard to the unnecessary pursuit of im·estigative leads. I also recall 
Ehrlichman saying something to the effect that General W ::titers seems 
to have forgotten how he got where he is today. 

I would like to skip the paragraph on page 77 regarding the call 
from Gray, and turn to the last paragraph on 77 . . 

I received a phone call from Gray on June 27 in which 
he expressed both concern and confusion about his determining if 
the CIA was or was not concerned about the FBI im·estigation. I 
was also confused by Gray's call and do not recall at this time 
what, if anything, I did after I received it. However, I do recall 
that Ehrlichman had mentioned to me that he wanted Gray to 
deal with General ,valters rather than Director Helms. Appar
ently this was the cause of the confusion on Gray's behalf. 

On the morning of June 28 I arranged again to meet with General 
Walters. I was first embarrassed about requesting the meeting because 
he had been most explicit and convincing to me at the first meetinO', I 
told him that I requested the meeting at Ehrlichman's behest to furt'ter 
discuss the problems of the Dahlberg and Mexican checks. I told him 
what lknew about the matters and that, to the best of mv knowledge, 
they were not rel:1ted to the W ater~ate incident. I then as~ed h!m if he 
had any suggestions. He expressed sympathy o,·er the s1tuat10n, but 
said there was nothing his agency could do. 'He again explained rea
sons similar to his earlier comments re~arding CL\ in,·olvement and I 
expressed my understanding. I then asked hiin if he had any ideas at 
all and he said that it might be possible to explain the matter as an 
anti-Castro activity. \Ve had some general discussion of this, but 
nothing concrete emerged from the discussion. Before ,v alters 
departed · I assured him that I agreed that it would be most unwise to 
inrnlrn the CIA, and I thanked him-almost apologetically-for 
coming by again. At no time did I push him as I had been instrncted. 

At the conclusion of this meeting I was totally condnced, as I had 

NOTE.-Indented matter represents portions of Mr. Denn's prepared statemt!'nt whicb 
wero omltted or summarized In bis presentation. 
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been earlier, that the CIA could not and would not be brought in to 
solve the problems confronting the ·white House and reelection com-
mittee as a result of the '\Vatergate incident. .. 

I subsequently informed Ehrlichman and Haldeman that unless the 

LJ
President directly ordered the CL\ to pro,·ide support for those 
involved that the CIA was not going to get inrnh-ed. I told them I 
agreed with '\Valters that this would be a terrible mistake and they 
both told me they agreed. · . 

TRAss::llITI'ING THE ::\fA.TERULS IN Mn. HuNT's S . .\FE To THE FBI 

I would now Eke to explain the transmitting of the materials in 
Hunt's safe to the FBI. As I noted earlier, shortly after the FBI inter
view on June 22 of Colson, and my later instructions from Ehrlichman 
to .. Deep Six" the briefcase and shred documents, I had informed the 
FBI that I would forward the material found in Hunfs office. After 
weighing the implications of Ehdichman's instructions to destroy the 
items I decided that I would not engage in any such actfrity myself or 
be pushed into it. Accordingly, I asked David Young to return the 
State Department cable to my office. I had already returned the brief-
case from my car trunk to my office. · 

I received several calls from the FBI requesting the material, but 
I had not yet figured out how to tell Ehrlichman I was not going to 
destroy the material. I knew I had to develop a good argument to girn 
Ehrlichman as ' to why the materials should not be destroyed. On 
June 25 or 26 I went to Ehrlichman to explain that I thought the 
men who drilled the safe had probably seen the briefcase, that the 
Secret Service agent who was present had probably seen some of the 
material; that )fr. Kehrli and Fielding had seen it-and "·hat would 
happen when all those people were later asked by the FBI about the 
contents of the safe. Then, I said I felt "·e must tltrn on~r the material 
to the FBI. With regard to the sensitive documents. I sug-gested that 
they be given directly to Gray. I told Ehrlichman that~ -if ewr asked 
under oath, I had to be able to testifv that to the best of mv knowledge, 
everything found in the safe had been turned over to the FBI. 

The FBI agents came to my office, I believe on June 26 or 27. 
I ga,·e them one box, which had been packed and told them that 
as soon as the other material was packed I would get it to them. 1'11en 
I got tied up in a meeting, I phoned Fielding and asked him to pack 
up the remainder of the materials, which I belie,-e was the State De
partment . cables and the briefcase. He did so and turned ornr the re• 
mainder of the mater.ials, with the exception of the two em·elopes 
which contained the politically sensitive materials I described earlier. 
I spoke with Ehrlichman on the 28th and informed him the material 
had been sent to the FBI with the exception of the politically sensitive 
documents. He told me he was meeting later that day with Grav and 
I should bring them over at that time. · • 

I went to EhrHchman's office just before )[r. Gra:v arrind. I placed 
the envelopes on the coffee table in his officl'. '\Yhen Gra:v arriwd. 
Ehrlichman told him that we had some material for him that had 
come from Hunt's safe. Ehrlichman dl'scribed it as politiealh· sensi
tin'. hut not rPlntPd to the "\Yntf'r!!atP. I told Grav that Fil,Jdi,w and 
I had gone through Hunt's documents an<l had turned o,·t'l' n 11 the 
materials to the agents except the documents .in these two l'tffelopes. 
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[The document referred to was marked exhibit No. 130.*] 
Mr. DASH. After that meeting with l\f r. Dean on .June 26, did you 

report back to former Director Helms? 
General \VALTERS. I did. I told l\fr. Helms generally what had trans

pired and he approved of my firm stand with Dean and I related in 
some detail the various matters that I had discussed with l\fr. Dean 
and the fact that I had told l\fr. Dean that no Agency assets would 
be compromised by the pursuit of the FBI investigation in Mexico. 

Mr. DasH. I think you mentioned earlier that you did again mee.t 
---- with l\fr. Dean. When did you next meet with Mr. Dean? 

General \VALTERS. On the following morning, June 21, I received 
another telephone call from Mr. Dean summoning me down to his 
office. I went down to Mr. Dean's office. I believe the time is indicated 
in the memorandum, 11 :30 a.m. 

Mr. DASH. I think 11 :45 a.m. 
General WALTERS. 11 :45 a.m., and l\Ir. Dean said that the investiga

tion was continuing, that some of the suspects were wabbling and might 
talk and I said, ''Well, that is just. t-00 bad but it has nothing to do 
with us because nothing that they can say can implicate the Agency." 
So he again said, "Have you not discovered something about Agency 
involvement in this matted" And I said, "No, I have not discovered 
anything about Agency involvement in this matter." He said, '"Is there 
not something the Agency can do to help?" I said, "I do not see how 
we can be helpful." Then he said, "\Vell, would there be any way in 
which you could go bail or pay ,the salaries of these defendants while 
they are in jail?" And I said, "No way. To do so would implicate 
the Agency in something in which it is not implicated. I will have no 
part in this." 

Again I went through the reasoning of the appalling effect it would 
have. I made plain to him that if the Agency were to intervene in this, 
it would become known in the leaking atmosphere in Washington, that 
it would be a total disaster, and I would like to say, if I may at this 
point, that I have not spent the whole of my adult life in the Central 
Intelligence Agency. I joined it for the first time in May of 1972. But 
I am convinced that an eff,~tive CIA is essential if the United States 
is to survive as a free and democratic society in the roug-h world in 
which we live, and I was determined that I would not see it destroyed 
or implicated as might be desired in this business. I further told Mr. 
Dean that when we expended funds, covert funds within the United 
States, we were required to report this to our congressional oversight 
committees and this seemed to cool his enthusiasm considerably. We 
had a few more discussions and again he asked me whether there was 
any way we could be helpful and I said, "No, we could not be." 

Mr. DAsH. Did you, by the way, at the meeting on .Tune 28-do you 
have a copy of your memorandum with you? 

General WALTERS. Yes, I do. 
This is the meeting of the 28th or the memorandum written on the 

28th? 
Mr .. DASH. No. The meeting o-f the following day. the meeting you 

have 3nst testified to. 
General WALT:t:RS. On the 28th: yes, I do, 
•see p. 3816. 
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Mr. DASH. Yes. First let me show you your copy of a memorandum 
you prepared on June 29 of your meeting on J nne 27 and ask it this 
1s a correct copy of that meeting. 

General WALTERS. Yes, it is. · 
Mr. DASH. Mr. Chairman, if we can have that marked for identifi

cation and received. 
Senator ERVIN. That will be marked and appropriately numbered 

as an exhibit and received in evidence as such. 
[The document referred to was marked exhibit N_o. 131. *] 
.Mr. DASH. All right, now General Walters, the nry next day, it 

appears that you had another meeting with Mr. Dean. 
General 'WALTERS. That is right. 
Mr. DASH. Did you report to former Director Helms on your 27th 

meeting1 ·· 
General WALTERS. Mr. Helms was extremely interested in this whole 

business and I reported to him immediately returning to the Agency 
on each occasion. 

Mr. DASH. On the 28th when you began to write these memorandums, 
could you tell the committee what caused you to begin to put this down 
in writing? 

General ·w ALTERS. Well, as soon as he broached the question of bail 
and paying the salaries of these defendants, I realized that for the 
first time there was a clear indication that something improper was 
being explored, and I discussed this with Mr. Helms and we agreed, 
again I don't know whether he or I suggested it, that we write the 
memorandum, that I wrote the memorandum on these meetings q,nd 
kept a record of them and that is how the memorandums came to be 
recorded. It will be noted I wrote practically five of them on the same 
day to catch up with the past. 

Mr. DASH. Yes. 
The meeting on the 28th it appears was a fairly significant meeting 

because it was a followup again of a third meeting that you had with 
Mr . Dean. Do you have a copy of that memorandum? 

General ,v ALTERS. Of my meeting of the 28th? 
Mr. DASH. Yes; which you prepared onJune29, 1972. 
General 1'r ALTERS. Yes, I do have it. 
l\f r. DASH. '\Vould you read that memorandum in full, General 

Walters? 
General WALTERS [ reading] : 
On 28 June at 11 :30 ,John Dean asked me to see · him at his office in the 

Executive Office Building. I saw him alone. 
He said that the Director's meeting-

That is Director Helms' meeting-
with Patrick Gray, FBI Director. was canceled and that John Ebrlichman had · 
sugiwsted that Gray deal with me instead . 

The problem was how to stop the FBI investigation beyond the five suspects. 
Leads lecl to two other neople-Ken Dahlberg and n l\Iexirnn named Guena. 
Dean said that the $89,000 was unrelated to the bugging case and Dahlberg was 
refusing to answer questions. Dean then asked hopefully whether I could do 
anything or had any sugge stions. 

I reneated that as Denuty Director , I hacl no independent authority . I was 
not in the channel of command and had n,1 authority other than that given me 
by the Dire ctor. The idea that I could act independently wns a delusion and hnd 
no basis in fact. 

•see p. 3818 . 
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Dean then asked what might be done and I said that I realized he had a tough 
problem, but if there were Agency involvement, it could. be only at Presidential 
directive and the political risks that were concomitant appeared to me to be 
unacceptable. At present there was a high explosi,e bomb but interrention such 
as he had suggested would transform it into a megaton hydrogen bomb. The pres
ent caper was awkward and unpleasant. Directed intervention by the Agency 
could be electorally mortal if it became known and the chances of keeping it 
secret until the election were almost nil. I noted that scandals had a short life in 
Washington and other newer spicier ones soon replaced them. I urged him not to 
become unduly agitated by this one. 

He then asked if I had any ideas ancl I said that this affair already had a 
strong Cuban flavor and everyone knew the Cubans were conspiratorial and 
anxious to know what the policies of both parties would be toward Castro. They, 
therefore, had a plausible moti,e for attempting this amateurish job which any 
skilled technician would deplore. This might be costly but it would be plausible. 

Dean said he agreed that this was the best tack to take but it might cost half a 

LJ
million dollars. He also agreed (for the second time) that the risks of Agency 
nvolvemen. t. were unacceptable. After a moment's thought he said thathe felt that 

Gray's cancellation of his appointment with Director Helms might well be re
v~rsed in the next few hours. 

Dean thanked me and I left 

l\lr. DASH. First, C'Teneral Walters, where was this meeting to be 
held on June 28 which was canceled~ 

General WALTERS. I did not know, Mr. Dash, I did not know what 
he was talking about. I presume some an-angement outside of me had 
been made for Director Helms to see l\fr. Gray. 

Mr. DASH. But in any event, as your memorandum shows, Mr. 
Ehrlichman had indicated he had preferred Gray meet with you on 
an ongoing bas~. 

General ,VALTERs. This is what Mr. Dean said. 
Mr. DASH. Could you tell the committee at least what your impres

sion was concerning that part of your memorandum-where you said 
this meeting is mostly concerning a Cuban- conspiratorial plot and · 
Dean's statement that he agreed that this was the best tack to take 
but it might cost a half million dollars. 

General WALTERS. Yes, Mr. Dash. 
Dean went back at this point in the conversation, as I remember 

it, to the three hypotheses and he was sort of sayin_g-, "'\Vho could 
have done this, who could have done this." He did not indicate at any 
time that. he knew where the origin of this was. Quite frankly at this 
point my principal purpose was to divert him from pursuing the 
option of involving the Agency in this. I had read, I believe, about 
that time an article in the newspaper which put out a hypothesis that 
the Cubans might have been at the origin of this in order to try to find 
out what the ·poJicies of the Democratic Party would be if it were 
elected in 1972. This is what I basically said to Dean, that tI1e Cubans 
had a plausible motive for doing this. 

Mr. Dean, obviously understood this as a suggestion of mine that he 
should try to blame the Cubans. In retrospect, as is so often said here 
from this table, I should have corrected him. Frankly, I was so rclieYed 
at seeing him apparently abandoning- the idea of involvinp: the Agency 
or at least retreating on the idea of involving the Agency that I did not. 
correct his impression when he said he obviously thought I was sug
gesting- that he could bny the Cnbans. 

i\fr. DAsn. Wonld that be tlw inforPn('e that )fr. Dean's statement 
that it might cost a half million dollars would actually require paying 
somebody off or take this position? 
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at this meeting, and what it was General Walters was going to go and 
talk to )fr. Gray about. 

Senator ERn:-r. I think this may be an appropriate time to recess 
for lunch. 

:Mr. "\Vn.soN. Mr. Cha!nnan, may I inquire about the schedule. Mr. 
Haldeman is our next witness and I would like-to ask would you 

. suggest that he be _here· at 2 o'clock~ He has a statement which would 
take no lon~r than 2 hours to read and I would suggest that he read 
it the same ctay. · 

Senator ERVIN. I would suggest that he come in at 3 o'clock. I think 
we can finish with Mr. Ehr:lichman at that time. I don't know whether 
we can or not. 

[1V'hereupon at 12 :30 p.m., the. committee recessed to reconvene at 
2 p.m. on the same day.] 

AFTERNOON SESSION, Mo:xDAY,. JULY 30, 1973 

Senator ERVIN. The committee wiUcome to order. 
Counsel will resume the interroO'ation of the witness. 
Mr. DASH. Mr. Ehrlichman, foYlowing the meeting that you had 

on Jtuie 23 with Mr. ·walters, :Mr. Helms, and }Ir. Haldeman, did 
you instruct l\Ir. Dean to contact :Mr. Walters ancl follow up on the 
June 23 meeting~ · ·. 

l\Ir. EHRLICH:ltAN. No, sir. I simply notified Mr. Dean that there 
had been a. meeting, that General Walters was going to be talking 
with Mr. Gray, and that we had indicated to General Walters that 
:Mr. Dean would be his contact from that point forward. 

:Mr. DASH. Did there come a time when GenernlWalters did call 
you and tell you that he was going to have a meeting or that Dean had 
contact.ad him and was it all right for him to speak to l\Ir. Dean? 

Mr. EHRLICElIAN. It either haepenecl that way or I told him at 
the time of the meetin(J' on the 23d that Dean would be his contact, 
one or the other, but 'i: am quite sure that I indicated to Genera.l 
·waiters that Dean was the "\Vhite House man who was looking after 

---- this whole subject. · 
Mr. DASH. Were you aware that Mr. Dean did in fact meet with 

General Walters on June 26? 
Mr. EHRLICH:}CAN. No, I was not aware of those meetings. 
l\fr. DASH. There were a series of meetings 1 
Mr. EHRLICH:\IAN. Yes, I understand there were, and I was not 

aware of that series of meetings until just recently. 
Mr. DASH. And Mr. Dean did not report to you on them1 
Mr. EHRLICHlIAN. No, he did not. 
l\Ir. DASH. Now, on June 28, 1972, you met with lir. Dean and )Ir. 

Gray, and we have had some testimony on that, and on that S.'l.me day 
you had two earlier meetings with Mr. Dean. Do yon recall what the 
two earlier meetings were about before the meeting with i\Ir. Dean and 

. l\Ir. Gray1 
Mr. EHRUCIDCAX. Not specifically. I surmised that one of them was 

simply an informational meeting knowing that I was about to leave 
town for an extended period of time. As I recall, there was,\ conversa
tion and whether it was by meeting or whether it was by telephone, 
I cannot recall, but on the same clay that we met ";t11 Pat Gray I run 
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F~XHIBlT No. 1:ll! 

28 June 1972 

MEMORANDUM FOR RECORD J 
On 26 June at about 10:00 a, m. I received a phone call from 

Mr. John Dean at the White House. He said he wished to see me 
about the matter-that John EhrHchinan and Bob Haldeman had 
discussed with me on the 23rd of June. I could check this out 
with them if I wished. I agreed fo call on him in his office in 
Room 106 at the Executive Office Building at 1145 that morning. 
Immediately after hanging up, I called Ehrlichman to find out if 
this was alright and after some difficulty I reached him and he 
said 1 could talk freely to Dean. 

At 1145 I called at Dean's office and saw him alone. He said 
that the investigation of the Watergate "bugging" case was extremely 
awkward, there were lots of leads to important people and that the 
FBI which was investigating the matter was working on three theories: 

35-780 0 - 74 - 29 

1. !twas organized by the Republican National Committee. 
2. It was organized by the CIA. 
3. It was organized by some other party. 

I said that I had discussed this with Director Helms and I was 
quite sure that the Agency was not in any way involved and I knew 
that the Director wished to distance hirt)-self and the Agency from the 
matter. Dean then asked whether I was sure that the Agency was not 
involved. [ J I said that I was sure that none of 
the suspech had been on the Agency payroll for the last two years. 

Dean then said that some of the accused were getting scared and 
"wobbli.ng". I said that even so they cov.ld not hnplicate the Agmcy. 
Dean th~n asked whether there was not some way th~t the Agency 
cou•"'';taf"Q'llii:i'iOT them. {they naci o~en unabl.e 1:0 raise oau:). He 
added that it was not just bail, that if these men went to prison, 
could we (CIA) fin.d some way to pay their salaries while they were 
in jail out of covert action funds. 
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I Raid that I nmst be quite clear. I was the Deputy Director 
and as such had OQly authority spccifically dt:legatecl to me by the 
Director and was not in the chain of command but that the great 
strength of the Agency and its value to the Pre Rident of the nation 
lay in the fact that it was apolitical and had never gotten itself 
involved in political disputes. Despite the fact that I had only 
been with the Agency a short time, I knew that the Director felt 
strongly about this. 

I then said that big as the troubles might be with the 1.'latergate 
Affair, if the Agency were to provide bail and pay salaries, this 
would become kn.own sooner or later in the current "leaking" 
atmosphere of Washington and at that point the scandal would be 
ten times greater as such action could only be done upon direction 
at the "highest level" and that those who were not touched by the 
matter now •.vould certainly be so. 

Dean seemed at first taken aback and then very much 
impressed by this argument and said that it was certainly a very 
great ri11k that would have to be weighed, I repeated that the 
pre sent affair would be small potatoes compared to what would 
happen if we did what he wanted and it leaked. He nodded gravely, 

I said that, in addition, the Agency would be completely 
discredited w:ith the. public and the Congress and would lose all 
value to the President and the Administration. Again he .nodded 
gravely. 

H(? then asked if I could think of anyway we (CIA) could help. 
I said I cculd not think of any but I would discuss the matter with 
the Director and would be in touch with him. However,° I felt that 
I was fully cognizant of the Director's feelings in this matter. 
He thanked me and I left, 

Vtrnon A. Walters 
Lieutenant Gene.ral. USA 

2 
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EXHIBIT No. 1:n 

29 June 1972 

MEMORANDUM FOR RECORD·d ··., 

At 1145 on 27 June 1972, I saw John Dean at his office in the 
Executive Office Building. 

l told him that I had spoken to Director Helms and found 
that what I had said to Dean the previous day did indeed reflect 
Helms' views accurately. That he felt any involvement of the 
Agency would be most' counter productive and furthermore, we 
had a legislative constraint about the expenditure of our funds 
within the United States. We had to clear them.with the 
Chai.rmen of the CIA Oversight Committees in both House and 
Sena_te. This visibly lessened his enthusiasm. 

I then repeated my arguments that this caper while 
presently seeming very large would be· overtaken by other 
spicier developments. Unfortunate though its consequences 
might be currently, Agency involvement by direction at the 
highest level would undoubtedly become known sooner or later 
and would then reach to people who were still uninvolved. He 
nodded. I said that my mind boggled that such risks as those 
involved in this caper could have been taken for such an 
unremunerative target. Involving the Agency would transform 
what was now a medium-eized conventional explosive into a 
multi-megaton explosion and simply was no!_.worth the risk to 
all concerned. 

Dean thanked me looking glum and said he agreed with my 
juagrnent in an oi tne-se matters. 

Vernon A. Walter.a 
Lieutenant General. USA 
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29 June 1972 

MEMORANDUM FOR RECO~ 

On 28 June at.1130 John Dean asked me to see him at his 
office in the Executive Office Building. I saw him alone. 

He said that the Director's meeting with Patrick Gray, 
FBI Director, was cancelled and that John Ehrlichman had 
suggested that Gray deal with me instead. 

The problem was how to stop the FBI investigation beyond 
the five suspects. Leads led to two other people -- Ken Dahlberg 
and a Mexican named Guena. Dean said that the $89,000 was 
unrelated to the bugging case and Dahlberg was refusing to 
answer questions. Dean then asked hopefully whether I could 
do anything or had any suggestions. 

I -repeated that as Deputy Director, I had no independent 
· authority. I was not in the channel of command.and had no 

authority other than that given me by the Director. The idea 
that I could act independently was a delusion and had no basis 
in fact. 

Dean then asked what might be done and I said that I 
realized he had a tough problem, but if there were Agency 
involvement, it could be only at Presidential directive and the 
political risks that were concomitant appeared to me to be 
unacceptable. At present there was a high explosive bomb 
but intervention such as he had suggested would transform it 
into a megaton hydrogen bomb. The present caper was awkward 
and unpleasant. Directed intervention by the Agency could be 
electorallv mortal if it became known and the chances of keeping 
it secret until the election were almost nil. I noted that scandals 
had •a short life in Washington and other newer spicier ones soon 
replaced them. I urged him not to become unduly agitated by 
this one. 
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He then asked if I had any ideas and I said that this 
affair already had a strollg Cuban flavor and everyone knew 
the Cubans were conspiratorial and anxious to know what 
the policies of both partie .s would. be towards .Castro. They, 
therefore, had .a plausible motive for attempting this 
·amateurish job which any skilled technician would deplore. 
Thia might be costly but it would be plausible. 

Dean said he agreed that this was the best tack to take 
but it might cost half a million dollars. · He also agreed (!or 
the second time) that the risks of ai:rency involvement were 
unacceptable. After a moment's thought he said that he felt 
that Gray's cancellation of his appointment with Director 
Helms might well be :r;eversed in the next few hours. 

Dean thanked me and I left. 

· z 

Vernon A . . Walters 
Lieutenant General, USA 
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39. On the morning of June 27, 1972 Gray met with Mark Felt and 

Charles Bates of the FBI to receive a briefing on the latest Watergate 

break-in developments. During that briefing Dean telephoned Gray. 

Gray has testified that in the ensuing conversation he told Dean that 

if Dahlberg continued to evade the FBI, Dahlberg would be called before 

a grand jury. 
• .;p 

Gray also has testified that he asserted to Dean the 

importance of an aggressive FBI investigation to determine the motive 

and identity of all persons involved. 

On June 27, 1972 CIA Director Helms received a memorandum from 

the Chief of the Western Hemisphere Division of the CIA stating that 

there were no CIA traces on Manuel Ogarrio and that the CIA's last con

tact with a person named Kenneth Dahlberg occurred in 1961 and concerned 

the manufacturing of a hearing aid for a high level Peruvian. Later 

that day, Helms told Gray that the CIA had no interest in Ogarrio. 

Helms confirmed with Gray their plan to meet the following day • 

• 
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39.1 CIA WESTERN HEMISPHERE CHIEF MEWJRANDUM, JUNE 27, 1972 

MEMORANDU.tvf FOR: Director of Central lnlclligcncc 

SUBJECT: Mr. __ M:inucl Ogarrio Daguerre and 

Mr. Kenneth Harry Dahlberg 

1. The informati"on contained in paragraph 2 is for your information. 

2. In response to your 27 June 1972 request for traces, the following 

is submitted: 

a. Manuel Ogarrio Daguerre has an office on 156 Paseo 

de la Reforma in Mexico City. This office is located in the 

same building as the Banco Internacional of Mexico City. His , . 

home address is Cerro tle jMaika 310, Mexico City. There are 

no CIA traces on Manuel Ogarrio Daguerre. This man is listed 

in the Mexico City telephohe directory. 

i 
b. Kenneth Harry Dahlberg. The Office of Security gave 

DCS an approval on 13 July 1965 to contact ~enneth Harry Dahlberg. 

Security File No. EE 3094~ indicates Dahlberg was born on 30 June 

1917.in St. Paul, Minneso_!:a ... ,piscussions with DCS reveal Kenneth 

Harry Dahlberg is president of Dahlberg Company, 7731 Country 

Club Drive, Minneapolis, which manufactures hearing aids. CIA's 

last recorded contact with Dahlberg was in May 1961 when he 

worked on a hearing aid for· a high level Peruvian. The cards 

indicate there was interest in recontacting Dahlberg in April 

1965, but there is no record if he was conta~ted. The Dahlberg 

file is in Archives and will be available to us on 28 June 1972. 

The FBI wanted traces on Kenneth Dahlberg. Thus it is not clear 

if Kenneti1 Dahlberg, who is of interest to the FBI is identical 

with.Kenneth Harry Dahlberg who was in touch with CIA. 1 · 
[Comment: Kenneth Harry Dahlberg originally contacted CIA 0146] 
i:c1 1958 on radio matters, •not further specified. There is an· 
outside chance that radio matters could be tied to audio operations.] 

· Additional conversations with the FBI on the working level will 

be needed to sort out the various interests in the name Kenneth 

Dahlberg. 

17 
Chief, Western Hemisphere Division 

SECRET /SENSlTIVE 
EYES ONLY 

THE MATERIAL DELETED FROM THIS PAGE WAS DELETED BY THE CHAIRMAN AND RANKING 
MINORITY MEMBER AT THE REQUEST OF THE CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY. 
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mentioned in connection with the CIA situation. It is my best recol
lection, however, that they were and I undoubtedly told him that we 
would continue our peripheral inYestigation because of the apparently 
inconsistent reports I had received from Helms and 'Walters. He 
requested that we not conduct any interviews that would expose CIA 
sources in connection with our mvestigation into.the source of the 
$U!,OOO in checl"S that were deposited in l\fr. Barker's bank account. 
Again I told Mr. Dean that we would hold off temporarily with int~r
views of Ogarrio and work around this problem to dete1mine what we 
were encountering. n On Tuesday morning, June 27, 1972, I met with )fr. Bates and 
l\1r. }lark Felt, Acting .Associate Director, to receiw a briefing on the 
atest developments. ,Yhile they were in the office Mr. Dean called. 

The call involved establishing the chain of custody for the contents of 
Howard Hunt's safe and his providing us with photographs of certain 
White House staff members to aid us in identifying an individual who 
had been with l\Ir. Hunt at the Miami Playboy Club in December of 
1971. In this conversation I also told :Mr. Dean that if l\fr. Dahlberg 
continued to ernde us he would be called before the grand jury. 
Although I cannot pinpoint the e:xact telephone conversation: I belie,,e 
that by this date }Ir. Dean had requested that .Mr. Dahlberg not be 
internewed bec.ause of alleged CIA interest in him. 

In this same conversation, I also told Mr. Dean that it was extremely 
important that the FBI continue its aggressiveness until we determine 
the motive, reasons, and identity of ail ·persons inrnh·ed. I said that I 
might be called upon at a later date to testify before congressional 
committees and we could not. ham the FBI accused of not pursuing 
this case to the end. 

Following the briefing by Mr. Felt and Mr. Bates and as an out
growth of it, I telephoned Director Helms of the CIA and asked him 
to tell me specifically if the CIA. had any interest in :\fr. Ogarrio that 
would prevent us from interviewing him and also asked that he a_nd 
General ·w alters meet the following day at 2 :30 p.m. in my office w1th 
me, Mr. Felt, and :Ur. Bates to review our respectfre positions in this 
investig-ation. Director Helms told me that he would have to check to 
determme whether the CIA had any interest in :Mr. Ogarrio and would 
call me later. I advised :Mr. Felt of this meetingc and alw asked that he 
notify l\Ir. Bates. Director Helms called me back later that aftemoon, 
told me the CIA. had no interest in Mr. Ogarrio, and confirm~d our 
meeting for the next day. · 

Just 7 minutes after Director Helms' call to me. )fr. Dean called me 
a:t 3 :47 p.m., and although I cannot be absolutely certain, I believe this 
was a call a~ain requesting me to ho~d off int.erd.ewing Mr. Ogarrio 
and :Mr. Dahlberg because of CIA. mterest m these men. I cannot 
recall if I told him that I had just talked to Director Helms who 
informed me that CIA had no interest in :Mr. Ogarrio and that I was 
going to order that Mr. Ogarrio be interviewed. I seem to remember 

Uhat Mr. Dean said to me that these men ham absolutely nothing to do 
with '\Yaterga.tC'. but I cannot remember ,Yhether he said this to me in 
his con vcrsation or in earlier conrnrsations. 

On '\Vedrnisday, .June 28, 197~. at 10 :2ii a.m., l\fr. Dean telephoned 
me and talked about rumors of leaks from the, FBI. t11e material from 
HunFs safe previously delivered to the FBL rumors of a slowdown in 

(447) 



. 



40. On June 28, 1972 at 10:25 a.m. Dean ti,lephoned L. Patrick Gray 

about rumors of leaks from the FBI, the mater:lal from Hunt's safe, a 

slowdown in the investigation, and the tracing of the Mexican money. 

According to Gray, he may have told Dean duri11g this conversation of 

the meeting he had scheduled with Helms for 2:30 p.m. that day. At 

10:45 a.m. Dean met with John Ehrlichman. At 10:55 a.m. Ehrlichman 

telephoned.Gray. Gray has testified that when he returned the call 

at 11:17 a.m., Ehrlichman said, "Cancel your meeting with Helms and 

Walters today; it is not necessary." Ai~ :U:2:3 a.m. Gray called Helms 

to cancel their meeting. Helms asked Gray to call off interviews which 

the FBI had scheduled with two CIA employees. (In July 1971, pursuant 

to a request from Ehrlichman to Deputy CIA D:lrector Robert Cushman, 

the two CIA employees had provided Howard Hunt with disguises, hidden 

cameras, and other material for use in domest:lc clandestine operations. 

In requesting CIA assistance for Hunt, Ehrlichman had told Cushman 

that Hunt "has been asked by the President to do some special consulting 

work on security problems.") 
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mentioned in connection with the CIA situation. It is my best recol
lection, however, that they were and I undoubtedly told him that we 
would continue our peripheral invehiigation because of the apparently 
inconsistent reports I had received from Helms and ,valters. He 
requestecl that we not conduct any interviews that would expose CIA 
sources in connection with our investigation into the source of the 
$114~000 in checks that were deposited in Mr. Barker's bank account. 
Again I told Mr. Dean that we would hold off temporarily with inter
views of Ogarrio and work around this problem to determine what we 
were encountering. 

On Tuesday morning, June 27, 1972, I met with :\Ir. Bates and 
Mr. :Mark Felt, Acting Associate Director, to recei,e a briefing on the 
latest developments. "\Vhile they were in the office Mr. Dean called. 
The call involved establishing the chain of custody for the contents of 
Howard Hunt's safe and his providing us with photographs of certain 
White House staff members to aid us in identifying an individual who 
had been with Mr. Hunt at the Miami Playboy C1ub in December of 
1971. In this conversation I also told Mr. Dean that if Mr. Dahlberg 
continued to evade us he would be called before the grand jury. 
Although I cannot pinpoint the exact telephone conversation, I belie\.-e 
that by this date ~Ir. Dean had requested that Mr. Dahlberg not be 
internewed because of alleged CIA interest in him. 

In this same conversation, I also told l\Ir. Dean that it was extremely 
important that fhe FBI continue its aggressiveness until we determine 
the motive, reasons, and identitv of all persons invoh-ed. I said :that I 
might be called upon at a late~r date to testify before congressional 
committees and we could not have the FBI accused of not pursuing 
this case to the end. · 

Following the briefing by Mr. Felt and l\Ir. Bates .and as an out
growth of it, I telephoned Director Helms of the CIA and asked him 
to tell me specifically i£ the CIA had any interest in )fr. Ogarrio that 
would prevent us from interviewing him and also asked that he and 
General "\Valters meet the following day at 2 :30 p.m. in my office with 
me, Mr. Felt, and l\Ir. Bates to review our respective positions in this 
investigation. Director Helms told me that he would have to check to 
<let.ermine whether the CIA had any interest in l\Ir. Ogarrio and would 
call me later. I advised Mr. Felt of this meeting and also asked that he 
notify Mr. Ba,tes. Director Helms called me back later that afternoon, 
told me the CIA had no interest in Mr. Ogarrio, and confirmed our 
meeting for the next day. 

Just 7 minutes after Director Helms' call to me. l\fr. Dean called me · 
at 3 :47 p.m., and although I cannot be absolutely certain, I believe this 
was a call again requesting me to hold off interviewing Mr. Ogarrio 
µ,nd Mr. Dahlberg because of CIA interest in these men. I cannot 
recall if I told him that I had just talked to Director Helms who 
informed me that CIA had no interest in Mr. Ogarrio and that I was 
going to order tha,t Mr. Ogarrio be interviewed. I seem to remember 
that .Mr. Dean said to me that these men have absolutelv nothina to do 
with ,v atergate, but I cannot remember whether he said this to me in 
this conversation or in earlier com·ersations. 

On ·w ednesdav, ,June 28, 1972, at 10 :25 a.m., Mr. Dean telephoned 
me and talked about rumors of leaks from the FBI, the mah•rial from 
Hunt's safe previously delivered to the FBI, rnmors of a slowdown in 
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the FBI, and leaks from the FBI concerning the tracing of the $114,-
000. Once again I believe there .was some discussion about Ogarrio 
and Dahlberg and it is my recollection that I was asked if I had 
ordered the interviews of Ogarrio and Dahlberg. I replied that I had 
either ordered or was going to order the interview of Ogarrio. In this 
discussion, I may have told Mr. Dean that I had arranged to meet with 
Director Helms and Deputy Director Walters at 2 :30 p.m. that after
noon to try to get this CIA situation resolved, but I cannot be positive 
that I did. 

At 10 :55 a.m. on this same day :Mr. Ehrlichman called me. I was 
not available, but I returned his call at 11 :17 a.m. His first words, 
is.sued abruptly, were: "Cancel your meeting with Helms and Walters 
today; it is not necessary." I asked him for his reasons and he simply 
said that such a meeting is not necessary. I then asked him point blank 
who was ~oing to make the decisions as to who is to be interviewed. He 
respondea, "You do." 

I then telephoned Director Helms to tell him that I was canceling 
our meeting. I also advised l\Iessrs. Felt and Bates of the cancellation, 
but stated that the three of us would meet. In this same conversation 

. with me, Director Helms requested that we not interview active CIA 
men Karl Wagner and John Caswell. I passed this information to Mr. 
Felt and instructed that these men not be interviewed. Before orders 
could get to the field, however, Mr. Caswell had already been inter-
viewed. , 

I met with Mr. Felt and Mr. Bates in my office at 2 :30 p.m. on this 
Wednesday afternoon, June 28, to review the CIA situation. In this 
meeting I was brought up to date on all the latest developments in 
the case. I can recall specifically discussing with them the alleged com
partmentalization at CIA where the right hand is not supposed to 
know what the left is doing in sensitive operations and asked if this 
could occur. We agreed that it was possible, but unlikely in the absence 
of some special 'White House interest in the highest classification of 
national security interests where the need to know was rigidly con
trolled. 

l\f r. Bates pointed out that under no circumstances should we back 
off any investigation at the request of CIA without forcing them to 
reveal completely their interest in this matter. We all agreed that the 
FBI's reputation was at stake and I assured them that I woulrl not 
hold baek the FBI in this investigation at anyone's request, includin~ 
the President of the United States, in the absence of overriding- and 
valid considerations. I told them that if I were ordered to do so with
out valid reasons, I would resign. 

It was in this meeting that I believe I gave Mr. Felt and :Mr. Bates 
inst.ructions to go ahead with the intervi.P.w of 1\fr. Ogarrio and to con
tinue our efforts to locate and interview 1\fr. Dahlberg. 

At '3 :1'>8 p.m., ,Tune 28. l\fr. Dean <'alled and I was not available. 
I returned the call at 4 :R5 p.m. and I believe now that this call in
volved a rerrnest bv Mr. Dean to hold up on the interview of l\Iiss 
Kathleen Chenow for alle!!ed !'f'nsons of national securitv until she 
returned from her rncation in England. I'm sure I said we would 
hold up for thP tinw hPin!! hut she wonlrl have to he interriewed soon. 
I can recall sa,·in!! that we will inten·iew her in En!!land unless she 
returns from Yacation at an early date. :Mr. Dean gaye me her address 
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Roos cv~lt Room - p.-;:. grou? 
P::-esid e.:1t, ·· Shtiltz, l,:\( e i:i~e r .~·3.-c, Stein. (b,~!.dg et) 
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JUNE 27, 1972 

HRH offi~e 
Roosevelt Room 
P::esid.ent. 
P::esiden.t, Republican tviembers of Senate Finance Cornr::1:.tte 
Bruce Agnew · (Business -,Neek) 

.t :-ed. .L'vfalek 
Lunch i::i. :Mess with Jan, Pete, Barb Preve 
Robert Toth (LA Times) 
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Roos evalt Roon'l 
John Dean 
Jo2.n Sullivan, Susan Engst.:-o:.n (Santa },iocica Eigh School} 

John D~?..n 
President 
vVei.nber::;er's office - ERH 
Tencis \';/i..th ~rernor.. Jordan (Urb?. .. n I,eag 1~} .. <?!), H't1ilin.~ Y?ung 
L, Pat::-ick C:::ay, III, John Dean 
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l\Iitchell to do this. I had in effect set this up without lmo,ving it by 
telling 1Valters that Dean was his ·white House contact from that day 
forward. But I did not know about these conversations. 
· Mr. TnmIPSON. Dean did not report back to you l . 

• Mr. EHRLICH~IAN. Not about that; no, sir. · · F l\Ir. THo~IPSON. Did you have occasion to call Mr. Gray to caUoff a 
. · · meeting which he and "Walters scheduled on June 28, to tell him that 

. the meeting would no longer be necessary, that matters had been 
· _ worked out some way? . 

Mr. EHRLICH~IAN. 1Vell, I didn't realize that 'I had canceled it .. My 
strong concern about that meeting was that it was going to include 
some staff members from the FBI and as I say, we were experiencing 
these leak problems and right at that particular time, one of the peo
ple who would have been included in that meeting was nnder very 
strong suspicion as being the source of that leak. We had had inde
pendent information which we were talking to l\Ir. Kleindienst about, 
about ~hat specific in~ividual and it appeared that this whole thing 
was gomg to mclude him. So that was the reason for my call. 

Mr. THO:)IPSON. Did you ask precisely who would be in attendance 
at the meeting 1 

Mr. EnRLICIDCAN. Yes. ·well, I don't know as I asked him. I think I 
was told. As a matter of fact, !think 1'Ir. Dean told me. 

Mr. TIIO~IPSON. Did you tell Mr. Gray of your suspicions or concerns 
about the individual? -_ 

Mr. EHRLICHl\fi\N. Not at that time. 
l\Ir. THm1PS.0N. "Why? 
Mr. EHRLICIDIAN. Because at that time, we were talking with ~Ir. 

Kleindienst about how to go about smoking out this ~roblem around 
l\fr. Gray, frankly. 

l\fr. Tumi:psox. 'Why? 
Mr . EuRLICHl\IAN. ,Vhy 1 
Mr. THO~IPSON. vVhy around Mr. Gray? 
l\Ir. EHRLICHl\UN. Because :\fr. Gray at that . time was not acknowl

edging the problem. 
Mr. Tnol\IPSO:N'. You had spoken to him about it l . 
Mr. EnRLICHl\IAN. Oh, I had spoken to him about the leaks. I hadn't 

spoken to him about this specific man in this specific n:eeting until 
this call. Mr. Kleindienst and I discussed on several occasions · how 
we might go about determining the source of the leak. He proposed the 
idea of planting a story or a set of circumstances and seeing if it 
turned up and this kind of thing. So we were dealing with the At-
torney General on that. _ · . 

Mr. TIImrPsox. Did you t,.lk to ·w alters about this meeting? 
Mr. EnRLICHl\L\N. I don't believe so. I don't believe I talked to 

John Walters again--
Mr. Tuol\IPSON. Could not Gray and ·walters have had a meeting. 

the two of them, to solve the problem? 
l\Ir. EHRLICHl\UN. Yes, that was the whole idea. 
Mr . Tuol\rPsox. ,v as that suggested? 

·• Mr. EunL1c1nux. That was suggested in the inception. 
Mr. TnmIPSON. You didn't tell him that the meeting would not 

be necessary? 
Mr. EuRLICHl\IAX. I don't reca}l what I told him, except that--
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Mr. THmrrsox. It would be inconsistent with your desire to solve 
the matter, I assume, as to whether or not there was CIA involvement. 

l\Ir. EnRLICHlL\X. ·well, whatever I told him was for the ~urpose of 
not having staff meetings on this particular subject. I cant tell you 
precisely what I tolclhim. 

l\Ir. THOlIPSON. Going back to .July of 1971, .July 7, 1971. did you 
call Deputy Director Cushman and ask him to give ~Ir. Hunt as
sistance in his activities at that time? 

Mr. EHRLICI-DL\X. No, I have been asked many times about that 
telephone call and I simply have no recollection of having made 
that call. 

)Ir. Tnolrrsox. Did you know what Mr. Hunt was doing during 
that period of time? 1Vere you informed~ 

Mr. EHRLICIDL\N. I knew from my one meeting with Mr. Colson 
and Mr. Hunt jointly what he was supposed to be doing, yes. 

Mr. THolrPsox. ·what was he doing? 
:Mr. EnRLICIDIAN. He was supposed to be engaged in an analysis 

of the Pentagon Papers and in determining their accuracy, whether or 
not they were in fact complete accounts of the ernnts which took 
place or whether they were edited, tailored accounts which did not 
include the complete facts. . . · 

Mr. THO:\rPSON. In ,June, when you were talking to Helms and 
1Valters about the possible CIA problem or uncovering some collateral 
CIA activity, this all evolved around the so-called Mexican money 
problem, I assume, is that correct 1 

Mr. EHRLICHlIAN. 1Ve11, it was much broader than that. It '\\"US any 
unassociated CIA activity. 

Mr. TI_IO:lIPSON. 1Ve11, what brought it to anyone's attention? I 
thought 1t was the so-called Barker money that had come from 
Mexico. 

Mr. EHRLICHlIAN. You mean that precipitated the meeting? 
Mr. TnoMPsox. Yes. · 
l\fr. EHRLICIDL\N, No, it was a much broader concern than that, 

and it included, as I said, the question of direct invoh-ement, it 
included whatev~r exposure there might he for any CIA acth·ity. 
I think the Mexican money or the Florida hank account or whatever, 
whicJi involYed one of these people who had been a former CIA agent 
or client or whatever they call them, was raised as an example in the 
meeting by one of us as the kind of thing- that the President e,·idently 
was concerned about. And it was discussed as a specific example. But 
the meeting was by no means limited to that. · 

l\fr .. THOMPSON. Can yon recall any other specific examples that 
were chscussed? 

Mr. EnRLICIDI.\X, Bay of Pigs. 
Mr. Tnmrr>sox. How did that come in? 
Mr. EnRLICHlI.\N. ,Yell, because apparently. the President had 

specifically mentioned the Bay of Pigs to Bob Haldeman in snggesting 
the meeting. and then he nwntione(l it to me again in ,Tnlv as the kind 
of thing n;at app:u-ently. CIA mid1t be emhai-rassed aboi1t, that s.-ime 
of the people who were invoh·ed in ,Yaterg-ate, apparently. had been 
involved in the Bay of Pigs and aceordinglv, whether tlwre ,ms anv 
CIA exposure still existing. , . . 
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Mr. lIELxs. It is my recollection that it was at the meeting of the 
27th, which was Tuesday, I believe, that the issue first came up of 
whether or not the CIA, out of its covert funds, was prepared to pro
vide bail money for the defendants in the .. Watergate burglary. Not 
only did this issue come up, but I also believe that the additional point 
was made would it be possible for the CIA to pay the salaries of these 
individuals while they served their jail sentences. General ·w alters, and 
I have told you about the conversation I had with General "\Valters the 
day before about how he was to guide himself in this matter, pointed 
out to Mr. · Dean that the Agency could not possibly do anything like 
that. That he had no authority to do it on his own, that his authority 
is derived from me and that he knew what my position was, and in 
addition, he said he could not conceivably imagine that a thing like 
that would remain secret forever, and last but not least, under the 
ground rules which we operate with the Congress, or which the Agency 
operates with the Congress of the United States, any exceptional ex
penditure of this kind would have to be identified with the chairman 
of the Senate .Ap:{>ropriations Committee and the chairman of the 
House Appropriations Committee. This ob~ously cooled Mr. Dean's 
ardor. · 

Mr. DoRSEN. And it was so reported to you f 
Mr .. HEur:s. Yes. 
Mr. DoRSEN; During the week of the 26th did you receive a telephone 

call from Patrick Gray with respect to setting up a meeting between 
representatiyesof the two agencies~ 

Mr. HELMs. Yes, I do recall a conversation to set up a meeting be
cause I was anxious to have one with him. There were a lot of traces 
we were running, the involvement of these former CIA people that we 
had been passing to the FBI, there was starting to be a lot of leaks out 
of the FBI for the first time that I could remember on matters of this 
kind but leaks of ongoing operational material, and I wanted to get 
together with him and some of his people to see if we could not get 
some of these things not straightened out so much as get to walking 
along in harmony. 

So we agreed to have the meeting the next day. The next mornin~, 
which I believe was the 28th, I may be mistaken, it is all in the record, 
I am sure, he called back and said that he was so busy that he could not 
make the meeting, it was not possible for him to hold it and he would 
probably have to put it off until the following week. I told him I was 
sorry about that because I was plannin~ to leave the end of the week in 
which we are speaking to go to Australia and that I was not going to 
be there the following week, if he had a meeting, it was going to have 
to be with General Walters. 

Mr. DoRSEN. Now, may !ask you about the second two meetings on 
the 27th and 28th between General Walters and Mr. Dean? Did the 
summarv that vou gave us apply to the two meetings together or was 
that solely with respect to the meetin~ of the 27th Y 

:Mr. HELMS. I am not able any longer, Mr. Counsel, to sort out 
precisely what, out of my own memory what occurred at each of these 
meetings. I have two very clear recollections. one was that it was at 
the second meeting that the question of the bail money came up because 
I don't recall that at all in connection with my longer conversation 
with General Walters after the first. meeting. As far as the third meet-
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}Z:·:OP..A:IDm-I FOR: · Deputy D:i.':"ecto::.-

SUBSECT: 

1. Acting Directo:- Cray of the FBI 'phonad r.:a this :mon'.ing 

to ca.nee]. our meeting sched.uled fer 2:30 this afternoon. He indi
cated that he would not ba able to get together until -r.ext -;.;zek. I 
infor.:.ad him t!lat I wou1d be a,;ay but that you ,.;ould be available 

· ·w1:~n . · and . ·· for :J:nY such meetir.g. I did, °:.:l~re~er, 

use the owortu..~t.:r of tr.is call to ::-.aka two points to .,'tcti.."lg Director 

Gra7: 1) That I would appreciata his ca;.ling o!i inter",,'"iews tdt'h 13 
a.."td I g ( this he :a.greed to do); a...d 2) that r'.cr-11.at'h 

Harz-.r Da-'lilb9rg -was r.o agent o:r the CI.:\ and that wa had. no tias to hi.il. 

I stated t..,at o~ last -;erii'ial>la contact with hi.":l 113,s in t!ay 1961. 
Actlng Direc·tor Oray confir.:r.ed that this is the :;a..,.a Kenn•Jt.h Dahlberg · 
about whor.i he ·was inquiti."'lg as soon as I identified the gent.le:n..~"l as 
the Pre ·sident of Da..'llberg Company in Hir.:-.e:ipolis.. ~Q~'o 

2. I in:f'orr.:ed · a.~d -~his :,;or.,b}, (\n pre~a-
tion io;:- tha scheduled r.;eet:.ng this aft~rnoon.: that ..:t.'le .\ger.cy is at

te:::;>tini to "distance it.self" i"ror.1 this ~-ivestigatio:i m1d that I 
,-ra."ltcd the:n along as "reference files" to w.rticicata i:. the con-rersa-· · 
tio:-i when requested. I toll the::i thut I -..~;:i:.ed :1~ .:~e-..:h'::eling e:c

Fosition of hypothes2s or a.v ei'ic::.-t :n:ic:.3 to conject:...-e about :-espJn ... 
sibility .or li!~ly object.iv~ of the Wa.t.ergata in~.;sion. t'In she!"~;, 

~:t s·.lch a zneeting, it is up t.o 'tr.a F.BI to l:i:;- so::-e c~ en the t:::.ble~ 
Oth~r.rise., we are unable to be cf help. In c.C.c:..~;-r;-~ -~ still atl.~:-e 

to the request that thay cor..fi.~e the:':l.Sel,o5 to t~e ~-~o~a,~tics alroaci7 
a:r~sted o:- cli!"ectly untler sll!.picio:i ::i..~a. t.1at t.rie::r c.asi.s~ £::-en e:~
p.1,.'"ldi.."1~ th" s in"rastigation into other ci:-eas _w:"l.ich =.7 -:;;ell, ewe:1t=m11y, 
run afoul or o,.:r opa:-atio.-.s .•' · · 

,Y 
Ric}kd F.el."':l.:> 
· Di':"ac.to::-· 

THE MATERIAL DELETED FROM THIS PAGE WAS DELETED BY THE CHAIRMAN AND RANKING 

MINORITY MEMBER AT THE REQUEST OF THE CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY. PAR.TS OF 

THE ABOVE MATERIAL WERE DELETED BY THE CIA WHEN IT WAS RECEIVED BY THE 
COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY. 
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11 ,, ,, 
AFFIDAVIT 

Ii 

I! STATE OF VIRGINIA 

1, 
o1 COUNTY OF FAIRFAX 
!; 

ss. 

I• ,. 
ii r 
!, 

I: 
I' 
I' 
I' 

l, being first duly sworn, state: 

1. I was born on 8 March 1924 in Milwaukee, Wisconsin. After 

d li serving as an Army officer in World War ~I and completing my college 

!i 
!; 
!1 
:j 
1. 
' i 
i 
I 

education, I joined the Central Intelligence Agency in October 1950. I have 

held the position of Executive Assistant to the Deputy Director of Central 

Intelligence since November 1969. 

2. On 22 July 1971 Mr. E. Howard Hunt, a former Agency employee. 

1 who had joined the vVhite House staff, called on the Deputy Director of 
I 

I 
! 

'I 
'1 
Ii ,I 
I! 
11 
jl 
i! 
Ii 
!l 
II 
II 
ii 
If 
il 
j; 
;! 
r ,! 
" :; ·, 

Central Intelligence, General Cushman. I was present in the room because 

General Cushman usually asked me to sit in on his meetings. When 1\.fr. 

Hunt arrived he said that he wanted to talk to General Cushman privately 

and I withdrew. 101076 

3. Later that day General Cushman told me tha_t Mr. Hunt had asked 

for some help (of an unspecified nature), that he (General Cushman) had 

checked it out and that it was all right, and that he had told Mr. Hunt to get 

in touch with me to obtain the assistance. Mr. Hunt called me later in the 

day and requested aid in obtaining a physical disguise and "pocket litter" 

:: i: documentation in alias to assist him in connection with an extremely sens i-

ii 
H p 
1l 
;1 

ii 
I; 
i' •I h ,, 

tive project, which he could not further discuss, and which had been approved 

by Mr. Ehrlichman. Under these circumstances my presumptioa was that 

the requcsl ·must be legitimate and proper. 

j: THE MATERIAL DELETED FROM THIS PAGE WAS DELETED BY THE CHAIRMAN AND RANKING 
j: MINORITY MEMBER AT THE REQUEST OF THE CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY BEFORE 
,. PRESENTATION TO THE COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY. 
i: 
;l ,. ,, ,: 
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40. 7 CIA,EMPLOYEE AFFIDAVIT, MAY 18, 1973 

4. l then conlaclcd Mr. II Aeling Chief of Tcchnica: 

Scxvice:; Division, and instructed him to make arrangements for furnishing 

a physical <li5guisc and alias documentation to an individual {Mr. Hunt). whc 

had insisted that his identity not be .known to the TSD officers. I CA-plained 

to Mr. II that the undertaking was for an extremely sensitive project 

which had been requested by the White House, of which I was :not at liberty 

to describe further and the nature of• which I was una,.:.rare. I also indicated 

that because of the sensitivity factor all the requested support should be 

handled by TSD. 

5. WhenMr. 11 · e>,.-plained that it would be necessary for a 

TSD officer to meet the subject before creating a disguise, and because .. 
Mr. Hunt was unwilling to come to the Headquarters building again, I 

• 
arranged for. the 1TSD officer to meet Mr. Hunt. who was under an assumed 

na..rne, in an Agency safehouse. I obtained a key to the safehouse from the 

Office of Logistics on 23 July and passed it to a TSD representativ_., Mr. 

10 I believe. TSD was able to provide Mr~ Hunt {who 

dealt with them under the alias of ''J'..1r. Edward") with a disguise and alias 

documentation later that day (23 July 1971). 101077-
6: Following my contacts with TSD officers I notified the Executive 

Assistant to the DDP, Mr. ,,.. that on the instruction of 

General Cushman I had enlisted the assistance of TSD {which was subordi

nate to the Directorate for Plans) in a project for the White House which 

was said to be extremely sensitive and whose nature was unknown to me. 

7. My next contact with Mr. Hunt was a telephone call from him on 

18 August 1971 to a request that the Agency furnish a specific secretary (who 

was named) for a tempo 7ary assignment of between 30 and 90 days. Mr. 

Hunt said that he needed the secretary to work on a highly sensitive assign

ment and that Mr. John Ehrlichman had suggested that he call General 

2 
DELETED BY THE CHAIRMAN AND RANKING 

THE MATERIAL DELETED FROM TUEHLSST POAFGETH~ASCENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY BEFORE 
MINORITY MEMBER AT THE REQ 
PRESENTATION TO THE COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY. 

,,, 
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Cushman. Mr. Hunt said that he did not want the young lady's Division 

Chief to know that he or the Vthite House was involved in the request. 

Mr. Hunt suggested that the Director's office should irmnediately recall 

the young lady from her assignment overseas and explain to all concerned 

that she was urgently needed for an unspecified special assignment. Mr. 

Hunt again stressed that White House involvement-should not be mentioned. 

After discussing the case with General Cusb.nlan and the Office of Personne: 

I informed Mr. Hunt that the Agency would be unwilling to withdraw the 

secretary from her overseas assignment. I suggested that if Mr. Hunt 

would furnish us with a statement of his requirements we might be_ able to 

provide a qualified secretary from Headquarters. Mr. Hunt replied that 

the individual he had requested was the only secretary he would accept 

because of the ''loyalty factor." Mr. Hunt said that he would discuss our 

attitude with Mr. Ehrlichman and I heard no more of this particular matter. 

8. Mr. II records show that we were again in contact by 

telephone on 20 August 1971 regarding a new request 'from Mr. Hunt for a 

tape recorder and business cards in alias. Since there was nothing 

improper in this request and it was consistent with my understanding of the 

assistance we were authorized to give Mr. Hunt, I instructed Mr. // 

to proceed with this assistance. 101078 
9. My r<=cords show that Mr. II called me on 26 August 1971 

to e:>q>ress concern about additional assistance that had been requested by 

Mr. Hunt. I learned that Mr. Hunt had introduced an unidentified associate 

who had been given a disguise and ide:ctification docu..,1.ents in alias. :!vlr. 

Hunt had also on at,:iut 25 August requested and received training in clan-

destine photography and was given a camera concealed in a tobacco pouch 

in connection with a new assignment. Mr. I/ expressed concern that 

I Mr. Hunt now possessed a considerable an~ount of special 1natcrials an<l 
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ov 
noted that the concealed cilmcra was a particularly sensitive item. I 

agreed with Mr. 11 concern and remarked to Mr. I/ that 

it raised the question of the use of Agency materials in domestic clandes-

tine activity. I told Mr. ll that I would report his call promptly and 

obtain guidance, and that additional g_ear should not be given to Mr. Hunt 

and his requests referred to the Deputy Director's office. (It should also 

be noted that General Cushman's office was informed oDly after the camera 

had been given to Mr. Hunt and his associate outfitted with a disguise.) 

10. I sUlllrnarized my conversation with Mr. I/ in a memo-

randum for General Cushman and gave it to him. the next morning (Z7 Aug.JSl}-
j 

My covering buckslip stated that Mr. Hunt's latest request raised two 

significant problems for the Agency. Mr." Hunt had introduced a stranger 

into the picture without any word of explanation to General Cushman from 

the White House. I noted that this unknown person was now aware of Agency 

'· 
support to Hunt in whatever he was doing. I also noted that Mr. Hunt's 

possession and use of unique clandestine equipment (the disguised camera). 

in domestic activity of uncertain nature a1Jo'lli0.1t~d potential for trouble. 

My buckslip read: "The Agency could suffer if its clandes_tine gear were 

discovered (being) used in domestic secret operations." My buckslip con

tinued that I would instruct TSD to clear all of Hunt's requests with the 

Deputy Director's office and recommended that General Cushman seek 

Mr. Ehrliclunan's assurance that Mr. Hunt's ''latest caper"was legitunatc 

(\Ye were still operating on the assumption that the White House project 

was proper but fear, d that Mr. Hunt had exceeded his authority.) My buck· 

slip concluded that "Even then (if Mr. Ehrlichman validated Mr. Hunt's 

request) this docs not relieve the Agency from its vulnerability if associ-

ated with domestic clandestine opei·ations against An1.cricans." 
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40.7 CIA EMPLOYEE AFFIDAVIT, MAY 18 1 1973 

11. I had given my memorandwn to Geueral Cushman on the morn-

ing of 27 August 1971 when Mr. 11 called ,ne again to report addition.i.l 

troublcso1ne requests from Mr. Hunt on the previous- day. 11r. I I 

said that he was increasingly concerned at the nature of assistance 

requested by Mr. Hunt. '.I'pe latter was now pressing for fully backstopped 

documentation and support, including a driver's license and car rental 

credit cards in alias. Mr. Ii said that he had turned down this 

request. Mr. Hunt also asked that the Agency arrange to backstop a New 

York telephone number either through an answering service there or by a 

hookup which would permit the New York number to be answered in Wash-

I 
ington. Mr. 11 · said that this action was beyond his Division's 

capability. I told Mr. II that Mr. Hunt',- latest requests drew the 

Agency even further into the sensitive area of domestic clandestine opera- . 

tions against Americans and that all such requests should be ref~rred to 

General Cushm.an's office. I added that, meanwhile, Mr. Hunt's requests 

should not be met. I reported Mr. II · call promptly to General 

Cushman and reco1=,ended that the Agency Yfiltlsoits support to 11r. 

Hunt because he was drawing us into a compromising and dangerous 

situation in which we were not authorized to be engaged, i.e., facilitating 

domestic clandestine operations against Americans. 

12. General Cushman's notes on my buckslips indicate that he 

promptly spoke to Mr. Ehrlichman by telephone at 1100 hours on 27 August 

1971, and e"--plained why CL<\ could not meet Mr. Hunt's requests. General 

Cuslunan noted on the buckslip that Mr. Ehrlichman indicated he would call 

a halt to Mr. Hunt's activities. 

13. I inform~d Mr. II on 27 August that General Cuslunan 

had notified Mr. Ehrlichman that CIA could not gl vc additional help to 

THE MATERIAL DELETED FROM THIS PAGE WAS DELETED BY THE CHAIRM/IN AND RANKING 
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ji 

I! o\J 
ii Mr. Hunt, that TSD should not accept any more.requests from Mr. Hunt, 

II 
(; and that 1-1r. Hunt should be instruCtcd to return the sensitive materials 
n 
ii from TSD. TSD rccords show that when Mr. Hunt next contacted TSD 
il ,. 
ii fl per,onnel on 31 Aug=< 197' h• w•: again inio=•d <ha< fue Agency could 

l not provide further assistance. · 
i1 
!! 14, The 27th of August was a Friday. On Monday, 30 August, I ,, 
r 
I' wrote a memorandwn reporting on my 27 August conversation with Mr. 
Ii 
Ii I I and my instruction not to meet Mr. Hunt's new r_equest. General 

Cushman sent the memorandum to Director Helms and wrote on the cover 

ing buckslip that he told Mr. Ehrlichman on 27 August that the Agency 

! 
could not accept Mr. Hunt's requests for clandestine equipment or opera• 

tional support. Director Helms initialed the buckslip wi.th the cofument 

"Good. 11 

15. With the closing off of Agency contacts with Mr. Hwit I dis

carded my handwritten notes covering my talks with Mr. Hunt and Mr. 

11 I filed my memoranda to General Cushman, however, In June 

1972, when Mr. Howard Hunt's name turned up in connection with the 

Watergate affair, I retrieved these memoranda and went to see Director 

Helms to remind him of the contacts with Mr. H'i13t a ;x:ear earlier. 
.LUlU81 -

I left 

these memoranda with Mr, Helms. 

16. Shortly thereafter the CIA Director of Security, Mr. If 

, informed me that a representative of the FBI wanted to .t~lk_to me 

because rny name had been found in a telephone list in Mr. Howard Hunt's 

office. I informed Director Helms of this fact and he said that he would 

take up the matter with the Department of Justice. He said that if an 
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FBI officer contacted me directly I &houlcl sa)' that since my c t t · on ac s ,1,u 

Mr. Hunt had been in an official cap;;i.ci.ty, all inquiries should be refcrrc 

If p to Director Helm.s. I heard nothing more from the FBI. 

1! 
" I, 

ii 
Ii 
l: 
I: 

I 
I 

' i I SUBSCRIBED and SWORN to before 

I' th' ·,.~--. \ \ ), ' me is~ day of ""~D 1 • , 1973. I . I··~ 

!~' '~ ' c~~~ ,0. -~S'.'il·".\. ~ 

/5 

101082 

---:::~ 
A Notary Public in and for the County of Fairfax, Virginia. 

My Conunission Expires: 

Affiant. 

I 
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40, 8 PARTIAL TRANSCRIPT OF EHRLICHMAN/CUSHMAN CONVERSATION, JULY 7, 1971 

Tcleohone Call to General Cushman from John Ehrlich..L1an -:-7 July 1971 

lv[r. Ehrlichma.n: I want to alert you that an old acquaintance, Howard Hunl:, 
has been asked by the Pr,esid.<i!::1.t to do some special consultant v,ork 
on security problems. He may be contacting you sometime in the 
future for some assistanc:e. I "vanted you to know t:-1at he was in fa.ct 
doing some things fo-r the President. He is a long-time acquai..:i.ta.ice 
with the people here. He may want some help on computer ru:is and 
other thi:ngs. You. should consider he has pretty much carte blanch._. 

:l (notes) DV 

NOTE; After the above conver:,ation, General Cushn:iau calle:i Mr. 
to alert him.. 

020223 
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40,8 CIA EMPLOYEE AFFIDAVIT, FEBRUARY 5, 1974 

STATE OF VIRGINIA 

COUNTY OF FAIRFAX 

I. -

) 
) 
) 

ss. DV 
being first duly sworn, state: 

1. I was born on 8 March 1924 in Mil,..;aukee, Wisconsin. After 

serving as an Army officer in World War II and completing my college 

education, I joined tha Ce..,tral Intelligence Agency in October 1950. 

I have held the position of Execut_ive Assistant to the Deputy Dir.;,ctor 

of Central Intelligence since November 1969. 

· 2. This affidavit is submitted at the· reci.uest of Mr. William E. 

Colby to explain the circumstances of my discovery on F ebrua:.: y 1, · 

1974 of a file of stenographers' notes among which was the attach<.'<. 

note of Miss summarizing a telephone conversation 

between Lt. General Robert E. Cushman. Jr. and Mr. _ John 

Ehrlichman on 7 July 1971. 020224 . 

3. Director Colby's secretary, · Miss , came to 

my office on Monday morning, February 4, 1974. She said that ' 

Mr. Colby would like me to go through my files once more to make 

certain that there were no misplaced transcripts of conversations 

~ which had · b~en recorded in the Office of the Dzputy Director of 
...__ ........ ---... -- ··' ; 

Central Intelligence. The recording of visitors' conversations had 

bee _n done on a very selective basis and this practice was discontinued 

after General Cushman left CIA in Decembel· 1971. 

. '.!.'HE W.'1.'ERIAL DELE'l.'ED FROM THIS PAGE WAS DELE'l.'ED BY THE CHAIRMAN AND RANKING 
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,;, · During the> morning of February 4, 1974, I went through

the papers in my s;ifo in order to dctermin,~ if any rnispfaccd 

transcripts cf conversa• .ions were located there. At th ,! bottom o[ 

the second drawer were two· folders of material that cont2.ine<l 

.lOV information used for General Walters' orientation briefings afte ·r 

' 
; 

i 
I 
j 

Ii 
I 
I 
I 

I 
11 

11 
I! 
I, 
H 
I' 
,1 

I! 
I 
! 

i 
I 
i 

! 
i 
' 

11 
,1 

II 
u 
1, ,, 
,: 
'l 

he was appointed Deputy Director of Central Intelligence in ~!.arch 

1972. Under these briefing files I found a brown folder containing 

ten stenographic notes summarizing General Cushman's telephone 

c:onversatlons with· members of the White House staff in 1969, 1970 

and 1971. In this folder was a summary of General Cushman's 

7 July 1?71 cmvers;~tion with Mr. John Ehrlichrnan. 

5_ T h • 0 9 0 22 5 • L ld • l d . d • 
hese stenograp 1c n~es 1n This .1.0 er 1nc u e st.mmar1.e.; 

of General Cushman's conversations with Dr. I<iss.inger on leaks· 

of intelligence reports in the press, a.,d his request for an 

analytical paper on Cambodia. There were also conversations with 

other ~\'hite House officials on intelligence leaks and on · requests 

for name checks of foreigners. The conversations with Dr. Kissinge 

were on top of the. file of ten stenographic notes and · one rnemo:r.lndm 

written by the CIA General ·Counsel. · The note of General Cushman's 

conversations .with Mr. Ehrli~htnan on 7 Jul:y- 1971 was included 

about two third"'. of the way dowrt in the file. · I had looked at this 

file. in May 1973 whe,n Dr. Schlesinger requested employees to 

search· all files for material which might have been related to 

Howard Hunt a.,d the Watergate affair •. At that time I notep. the 

records of the conversations · with Dr. Kissinger and others on matter , 

which were completely unrelated to Watergate. I did not · see the 

single page item on General Cushman's conversation ~vith 

Mr_. 'Ehrlichman about Howard Hunt, and presumably, inadvertently 

failed to uncover it when I was paging through these papers. 

2 
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40.B CIA EMPLOYEE AFFIDAVIT, FEBRUARY 51 1974 

6. The file of summary notes of General Cushman's tclcphon<; 

conversations \.vas maintaine;d by hi5 secretary. I usually did not ,:;cc 

them when they were made because they were chiefly used by ii 
1( the secretaries to clarify questions which might be raised later. Ii 
0
. , [ . . . I! V In many cases, General Cushman probably did not sec them either. 

It 

I! 
I 
I 
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I' 
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~ . . , 

I. 
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j : ,, 
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11 
•I ,, 
I, ,, 

In December 1971 Miss , General Cushman',:; secretary, 

and I reviewed General Cushman's papers after he left CIA to becoce 

Marine Commandant. I decided to retain ·only those papers which 

related to General Cushman's conversations with members of the Wpite · 

House staff. 020226 

/5 

Affiant. 

SUBSCRIBED and SWORN to before 
. . -:.k ·J . . 

me _this~ day of February, 1974. 

l,ly Cor.,mi~slon t>:~lrc; !,\.:.;ch 15, 1977 

(SEAL) 
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41. On June 28, 1972 Helms wrote a memorandum to Walters stating 

the substance of Helms' conversation with Gray. Helms stated the CIA 

still adhered to its request that the FBI confine its investigation 

to the persons already arrested or directly under suspicion and that 

the FBI not expand its investigation into other areas which might 

eventually run afoul of CIA operations. 

Page 
41.1 Memorandum from Richard Helms to Vernon Walters, 

June 28, 1972 (received from CIA) •••••••••••••••••••• 472 
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41.1 RICHARD HELMS MEMJRANDUM_, JUNE 28 .. 19?2 

·ov. 28 J\J:.e 1972 

SUB.i'"ECT: Watergate Affair 

1. Acting Director Cray of the FBI 'phoned r.:e this ir.orning 
to cancel our meeting scheduled for 2 :30 this afternoon. He indi
cated that he would not be able to get together until r.e:ct -:.;eek. I 
inf or.:.ed him t.liat I voul.d be al-.ay but that you liould be available 

· w:i th · and . ·· for ar..y such meetir.g. I did., :ho~ra'\""or., 
use the opportunity of this call to make two . points to J.cti.."lg Director 
Gra:r: l) That I would appreciate his ca:i.ling off interviews ·with /:3 

a."ld I g ( this he agreed to do); 2.-.d 2) that Kor.neth 
Harr,; D~lilberg was no agent o:r the CIA and that we had no ties to hi.;i. 
I stated that our last veri.f'iabla contact t-ri-th hi.":i was in ?ray 1961. 
Act.L"lg Direc·tor Oray con:f'ir.r.ed tha·t ~'us is the Ga.T.e Kenn•lth Dahlberg · 
about whoi.l he ·was inquiri."lg as soon as I identified the gentle~"'l as 
the rre·sident 0£ D:i."ll'berg Company in Hir.ne:>.polis.. oO'?J'o 

2. I info:"ffied . · a."ld -~his :t:crni.n}, Oin prepara-
tion for the scheduled meeting this ai"tornoon., that t.'le Agency is at
te:;?tin3 to "distance itsel! 11 frot1 this investigation c?.nd that I 
ll&"'ltcd them along as ''reference !iles" to participate i..-. the convei-sa- 
tion when requested. I told th.am tluLt I i.-a.,·i:ed :io !'rt."e-i..rhseling e:c
rosi tion or hypotheses or a.v efi"crt :1.il.C8 to conjec"t=.-e about :-esp:,n .. 
sibilit7 or li!-rely objectives o.i" t..'le Watergata in~.:sion. •'In shor-;;, 
.?:li s·.;ch a r,u?eting, it is up to tr.a FBI to l:a7 s~e c-"""ds on tho table.
Oth~r.-Tise, we c1re w&a.ble to be cf help. In a~c:.~....-"':' "t:e still ad.~xe 
to the request that thay confi."'le the::-.selvas to t.'le p:?:~o:-.alitics alroaey 
arr.ested or clirectly under s~p-icio:i =ci that they asis-t £re:, e:t
p.1.4,di.,g this ill"rastigation into other a...-eas _-W:iich =.y well., e.-e:it..i.il.l::f., 
run afoul of o'!.::" ope:-ations. 1' · 

3. This bring~ you up-to-<ia.te .i.s of J:00, 25 J.ie. 

. ,'5" -. 
Ric~d HeJ..ns 

Di:-ect.o:-· 
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42. On June 28, 1972 Gray directed that the FBI interview Manuel 

~ -9garrio and continue its efforts to locate and interview Kenneth 

Dahlberg. On that evening John Dean telephoned Gray at home and urged 

that, for national security reasons or because of CIA interest, efforts 

to interview Ogarrio and Dahlberg be held up. Gray thereafter cancelled 

the interviews. 

Page 
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42.1 L. PATRICK GRAY TESTIMONY> AUGUST 3
3 

1973
3 

9 SSC 3455-56 

3455 

the FBI, and leaks from the FBI concerning the tracing of the $114,-
000. Once again I believe there was some discussion about Ogarrio 
and Dahlberg and it is my recollection that I was asked if I had 
ordered the interviews of Ogarrio and Dahlberg. I replied that l had 
either ordered or was going to order the interview of Ogarrio. In this 
discussion, l may have told Mr. Dean that I had arranged to meet with 
Director Helms and Deputy Director Walters at 2 :30 p.m. that after
noon to try to get this CIA situation resolved, but I cannot be positive 
that I did . 

.At 10 :55 a.m. on this same day Mr. Ehrlichman called me. I was 
not available, but I retumed his call at 11 :17 a.m. His first words, 
issued abruptly, were: "Cancel your meeting with Helms and Walters 
today; it is not necessary." I asked him for his reasons and he simply 
said that such a meeting is not necessary. I then asked him point blank 
who was goi~~ to mak. e the decisions as to who is to be interviewed. He 
responded, "r ou do." 

I then telephoned Director Helms to tell him that I was canceling 
our meeting. I also advised Messrs. Felt and Bates of the cancellation, 
but stated that the three of us would meet. In this same conversation 
with me, Director Helms requested that we not interview active CIA 
men Karl Wagner and John Caswell. I passed this information to Mr. 
Felt and instructed that these men not be interviewed. Before orders 
could get to the field, however, Mr. Caswell had already been inter
viewed. 

I met with Mr. Felt and Mr. Bates in my office at 2 :30 p.m. on this 
Wednesday afternoon, June 28, to review the CIA situation. In this 
meeting I was brought up to date on all the latest developments in 
the case. I can recall specifically discussing with them the alleged com
partmentalization at CIA where the right hand is not supposed to 
know what.the left is doing in sensitive operations and asked if this 
could occur. We agreed that it was possible, but unlikely in the ab...c::ence 
of some special White House interest in the highest classification of 
national security interests where the need to know was rigidly con
trolled. 

Mr. Bates pointed out that under no circumstances should we back 
off any investigation at the request of CIA without forcing- them to 
reveal completely their interest in this matter. We all agreed that the 
FBI's reputation was at stake and I assured them that I would not 
hold back the FBI in this investigation at anyone's request, includinl! 
the President of the United States, in the absence of overriding and 
valid considerations. I told them that if I were ordered to do so with
out valid reasons, I would resign. 

It was in this meetin!! that I believe I gave Mr. Felt and Mr. Bates 
instructions to go ahead with the interview of )fr. Ogarrio and to con
tinne our efforts to locate and interview Mr. Dahlberg. 

At 3 :58 µ.m., .Tune 28. Mr. Dean called and I was not rnrailnble. 
I returned the call at 4 :35 p.m. and I believe now that this call in
vol,·ed a reonest bv Mr. Dean to hold up on the inteniew of )Iiss 
Kathleen Chenow for allerre<l reasons of national securi.t. until she 
returned from her yacation in England. I'm sure I said we would 
hold up for the time bein!! but she ,vould have to ht> inter.iewed soon. 
I can recall savinQ' that we will interview her in England unless she 
returns from rncation at an early date. :Mr. Dean ga,·e me her address 
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42.1 L. PATRICK GRAY TESTIMONY, AUGUST 3, 1973, 9 SSC 3455-56 

in England in this conversation, I believe, and I passed it along in 
a call to Mr. Felt in which I instructed him to temporarily discontinue 
leads to interview and investigate :Miss Kathleen Chenow in England. 

In the evening of this same day, 1Vednesday, Jtme 28, 1972, a cable
gram was sent to our legate in :Mexico City instructing him to interTiew 
l\fr. Ogarrio concerning· the :four checks in the aggregate amount of 
$89,000. This order was issued in the afternoon meeting with )lr. Felt 
and l\Ir. Bates, I believe, because of the phone call I made to Director 
Helms on June 27 asking if the CIA. had any interest in Mr. Ogarrio 
and his reply to the effect that CIA had no interest. 

A.t 8 :15 a.m. on Thursday, June 29, 1972, I issued orders to cancel 
the interview of :i\Ir. Ozarrio and to instruct the Minneapolis Field 
Division to make no further attempts to interview Mr. Dahlberg but 
to continue to obtain records of his long distance calls. I am fairly 
certain that I did so as the result of a telephone call I received from 
~fr. Dean at home, prior to my departure to Dulles Airport for an 
inspection trip to San Diego and Phoenix. He again urged that these 
interviews be held up for national security reasons or because of CIA 
int<"rest. I called :Mr. Felt, or his office, and gave these cancellation 

L
orders. On my own initiative I also ordered that George l\funro, CL-\. 
station chief at Mexico City, not be inforviewed because I noted in one 
of the many reports that crossed mv desk that he was CIA station chief 
in l\Iexico Citv. • 

In San Diego, on Friday, ,Tune 30, I received a call from l\Ir. Felt. 
He informed me, that Assistant U.S. Attorney Silbert wanted the 
FBI to interview :Mr. David Young, :t\fr; Ogarrio and :i\Iiss Chenow 
and that our Washingi:on Field Office :recommended interviews of Mr. 
Mitchell, Mr. Young 'and :Miss Chenow. I instrncted l\Ir. Felt to tell 
Mr. Dean that we were going to interview :Mr. l\Iitchell, :i\Ir. Yotmg, 
Miss Chenow, and any others that we must interview. and I also told 
him to give to Mr. Dean the message from Assistant U.S. Attorney 

a f;ilhArt. iust ag we hrtd recPivril it · . 
1\fr. Dean had called me earlier that morning to complain bitterly 

about alleged leaks from the FBI. In this conwrsation it is my recol
l~ction that he arrain raised the question of not interviewing l\Ir. Ogar
no and Mr. Dahlberg and stated that they had absolutely nothing to do 
with 1Vatergate. but I cannot be certain. 

Mr. Dean called me arrain that afternoon. I do not recall whether 
or not l\fr. Dean and I discussed Messrs. Orrarrio and Dahlberg in this 
conversation. I do know that Mr. Denn asked me to consider setting 
up a special group in the FBI to investirrate the entire matter of leaks·. 
I told him that it was not necessarv and that I would not·take such 
action. • 

1\f r. Felt called me later that aftemoon to report that 1\Ir. Dean 
informed him that Mr. Yonnrr and Miss Chenow would be arnilable 
for interview during the first part of the cominf!" week. He also told me 
that Mr. Dean wns still complaining- about alleged leaks from the 
FRI. 

On :i\fondav. ,Tulv ~. 1fl72, I scheduled a meE>tin!! with ME>ssrs. Felt. 
Rates. and K1mkPl. s1wcial a~Pnt;; in cliarrr<' of tlw Wnshinrrton fiC'ld 
OffiC'C, to reviE>w thE> inwstirrafion to datp and to C0T1Sl0el" all ramifica
tions of a nossihle (:L\ in-volwment. This meeting- lastrd from 2 :::\0 
p.m. until just about 4 p.m .. nnd we discussed every possible theory. 
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43. On J'lttl.e 28, 1972 FBI agents met with Gordon Liddy, in the 

presence of FCRP attorney Kenneth Parkinson, to question Liddy regarding 

the break-in at the DNC headquarters. When Liddy declined to answer 

the agents' questions, he was discharged by FCRP Chairman Maurice 

Stans. 

Page 
43.1 Gordon Liddy deposition, O'Brien [Democratic National 
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reporter.) 

(The witness and counsel conferred.) 

THE WITNESS: No. 

BY l-IR. WILLIA1'1S: 

3 7 

Q You said that you were dismissed from your position 

as Counsel for the Finance Committee to Re-elect the President 

on June 28, 1972. 

Who dismissed you? 

(The witness and counsel conferred.) 

A To the best of my ability to ascertain it, it was 

,Mr. Stans who dismissed me. 

Q _Would you explain that? To the best of your ability 

to ascertain it. 

Don't you know who dismissed you? 

(The witness and counsel conferred.) 

A I am not sure who ordered it. 

Q Who gave you the word? 

(The witness and counsel conferred.) 

A All right. This is the chronology Df what occurred. 

On or about the 28th of June at maybe 11 o'clock, I was 

informed by someone -- and I don't actuall y recall wi10 it was 

that there were t wo Special Agents of the FBI who wish8d to 

interview me. 

I was pr e paring to go out. 'l'h ey were in the waitin g r com 

or ante-chamber. I was preparing to go out and s e e them v,t. :' n 
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I was told that I was wanted on a conference on some legal mat-

ters elsewhere. I went and attended that ccnfer en co . 

And I would say approximately an hour's time elapsed. So 

now we are at about noon. 

I came back to the second floor there and checked back to 

see if there were any messages, what have you, and found that I 

was then free, went out and greeted the two Special Agents of 

.the FBI, who were in the waiting room, brought them back to my 

office. 

At that time -- retract that. 

It was on the first occasion, I believe it may have been 

Mr. Kenneth Wells Parkinson who was present in the building, 

who told me that two agents wanted to interview me. 

He then stated that as counsel for the committee a policy 

decision had been taken by the committee that he was to be pre

sent at all interviews of anyone having anything to do with the 

conunittee by Special Agents of the FBI or otherwise, and he 

would like to be present. 

And I told him I had no objection to that. 'rhereafter 

someone told me that I had to go meet someone else in a con

ference on some legal matter. So I excused myself. I asked him -

him being Nr. Parkinson-~ to please convey my apologies to the 

agents for the delay. And he said he would do so. 

I came back. I got the two agents. We went back into my 

office on the second floor and Mr. Parkinson was present . There 
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was some pleasantries of the day e xpressed hetwe~n myself and 

the two agents involving the fact that both of us had a~tended 

the same college and both had served in the same organization i~ 

the past. 

And Mr. Par~inson was seated to the side taking notes. One 

of the agents said, in words of substance, that he desired to 

interview me with respect to the Watergate break-in matter, 

asked me if I knew certain individuals. 

And at that time I said to him that it appeared to me that 

he had reason to believe a crime had been committed, that I · 

gathered from what he was saying as he was saying it that I 

might be implicated in it, so on and so forth. 

I 

There arose in my mind immediately the question of fact 

that I was an attorney, that the attorney-client privilege might 

be involved, a number of other legal problems. 

So I said to the agent that before he went any further, 

prior to any interview, I would like to obtain the services of 

an attorney, consult with him on what I believed were the pos

sible legal problems involved and desired not to have any fur-

ther conversation with him or with his compa.1ion agent until I 

had the benefit of counsel. 

And there was a bit more colloquoy and th= aGents left. 

Thereafter Nr. Parkinson left my office, I co:1tinued on 

abou!::. my business, and then a.nother indivi~u.:!.l cai:'e to see me. 

lie r.c.uy or may not have beer. .:icco;.1pani~c. by :-!:--. ?2.::-k.ir.so~. I 
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I don't recall at this point. ~G 

And I believe it was Mr. Fred Larue, but I am not certain 

of his identity, and said, "Well, you know the policy of the 

committee is that any tirae any representative of any official 

investigative body wants to discuss any matter uith any n~mbe:::-

of this com..'Uittee that they cooperate completely." 

I explained that I wanted to see my counsel and, in words 

of substance, I came to understand that this was not acceptable 

and that if I were to persist in this position that I had taken 

it might well lead to my dismissal. 

I am just giving my best recollection now. 

Thereafter I,was told that Mr. Stans wanted to see me. 

This was the same afternoon we are talking, just in terms or 

an hour or two. 

And Hr. Stans, I believe, was the man who told me, as would 

be normal and proper, inasmuch as he was my boss, that in view 

of the position I had taken, my services were no longer needed, 

or I would be dismissed, or I don't know the exact language. 

Q You say you believe it was Mr. Stans. 

Don't you remember who it was who fired you? 

A I talked to Mr. Stans. 

Q Wasn't he the one who fired you? 

A I also talked to Mr. Larue and I also talked to Mr. 

Parkinson. 

:ty best recollection is it was rl!'.'. Stans . 
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Q Is there some doubt in your mind as to who it wa::. who 

told you this? 

A Well, the language of your question or as I recall. 

your question was how did I come to know or something of that 

sort, you see, and that is why I went through this explanation 

for you~ 

It's my best recollection and understanding that the per

son who formally told me that I was no longer to b-e employed 

. by the committee and so on and so forth was Mr. Stans. 

Q Did Mr. Stans have a discussion with you with respect 

to your involvement, if any, in the Watergate break-in about 

;which we are inquiring. 

(The witness and counsel conferred.) 

A I decline to answer that question on the ground that 

to do so might tend to incriminate me. 

Q Did Mr. Stans know about your involvement in the Water-

gate incident prior to June 28? 

MR. l-LZ\.ROULIS: I object to the form of that question. , 

It assumes an answer. I won't permit my client to answ.er 

that. 

BY MR. WILLIA!!i.S: 

Q Did you ever discuss with Mr. Stans, prior to June 28 

the break-in of the Democratic National Committee at the t·Iater-, 

gata? 
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44. On or about June 28, 1972 John Dean was informed that the FBI was 

attempting to interview Kathleen Chenow, the secretary of David Young and 

Egil Krogh in the White House Special Investigations Unit (the "Plumbers"). 

(The number of a telephone billed to Chenow at her home address but 

located in the EOB was contained in a personal book of telephone numbers 

of Eugenio Martinez and in an address book of Bernard Barker found in 

the Watergate hotel room that had been occupied by certain of the men 

arrested in the DNC headquarters.) Dean has testified that he informed 

John Ehrlichman of problems connected with Chenow's interview anp 

Ehrlichman agreed that before her FBI interview Chenow should be briefed 

not to disclose the activities of Howard Hunt and Gordon Liddy while at 

the White House. On June 28, 1972 Dean telephoned Acting FBI Director 

Gray and requested that Chenow's interview be temporarily held up for 

reasons of national security. Gray agreed to the request. 
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formed the general pattern that was followed with other mem
bers of the White House staff, that is I would discuss with the 
·person before the interview what I throught the agents would 
he interested in and then discuss tha,t person's area of knowledge. 
I had reviewed this procedure with Ehrlichman, who fullv con
curred in the procedure. On several occasions, )Ir. ·Fielding of 
my office also participated in preparing witnesses for their inter
views with the FBI. Contrary to some accounts that I sat in on 
some 14 to 18 interviews at the ,Vhite House, the only inter
views I rec-all sitting in on were Chapin's, )Iiss Chenow's, Col
son's, Ehrlichman's, )Iiss Joan Hall's, Strachan's, Timmons', 
and Young's. Also I was present when Fielding, Kehrli, and I 
had a discussion with the FBI about the handling of the materials 
in Hunt's safe. 

The only FBI interview that difl'ered from the normal pattern 

. 

. . was the interview of :Miss Chenow. It was in late June that lliss 
Chenow's former roommate notified Da\-·id Young and I believe 
also Bud Krogh that the FBI had been to see her and requested 
to know where )Iiss Chenow was. The former roommate had said 
that the agents had asked about a telephone listed in :.Miss 
Chenow's name. The roommate had informed the FBI that :Miss 
Chenow was in London on vacation. David Young came to see 
Fielding and I and said that this girl could not know anything 
about the Watergate, but could cause the 1Thite House problems 
by inad\~ettently answering questions about the plumbers' oper
ation, where she had been employed, ·and that· the telephone had 
•been listed in her name in connection -,\'"ith the plumbers' oper
ation. )Ir. Young was very concerned about -liiss Chenow being 
caught off guard by an FBI agent. AccordinglJ, I notified Gray 
that we would make arrangements to have )Iiss Chenow available 
to the agents in ,, .. nshington within a few days. , 

I discussed the problem, that ChenoW" could cause the 1Vhite 
Honse problems, with Ehrlichman and suggested that someone 
brin~ her back from London for the interview and explain to 
her that she should not get into Hunt's and Liddy's activities 
while at the "11ite House. Ehrlichman fully agreed and I called 
Fielding from Ehrlichman's office and told· him he should be on 
the next plane to London to get the ,girl. The two first-class round
trip tickets were paid for by the ,vhite House. There were two 
sets because :\Iiss Chenow was prO\•ided transportation back to 
London. I informed Kehrli, who would not authorize such a trip 
on my word alone, that I had clearecl this with EhrliC'hman. I 
do not know if Kehrli himself checked "With Ehrlichman or 
Haldeman. 'l helie,·e it was on .July 2 that Fielding left for L-ondon 
and returned with )[iss Chenow ·the next da"\". He did ha,e some 

L problem because the address that had been gh·en him was incor-
. rect. Fielclin~ and Young briefed ::\fiss Chenow when she came 

back before her inten·iew, and Fielding and I were present when 
the FBI interdew-ecl her. 

I will now turn to my .first meetings with )fr. Grny. beginning on 
page GG rcgardin,g the im·estigation. · 

NOTE.-ln,IC'ntC'<l mntter rl'prPsl'nt~ portion~ of '.\Ir. Dt•:tn·s; rr.-p,tred state-ment which 
wert• omlctetl or summarlzetl In his pro,sentntlon. 
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Indistinct document retyped by 
House Judiciary Comnittee staff 

Mr. Hunt. Which was the time, as I recall it, that Mr. 

Liddy formally left the White House and assumed a position 

with the Committee. 

Mr. Dash. And then what did you do? Did you stay on 

at the White House? 

Mr. Hunt. I stayed on at the White House, yes. 

Mr. Dash. And you maintained that office at the White 

House? 

Mr. Hunt. that [sic) is correct, sir. 

Mr. Dash. And was your position still as a Consultant? 

Mr. Hunt. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Dash. Were you working then for Mr. Colson? 

Mr. Hunt. Yes, sir, and I did occasional jobs in the 

narcotics field for Mr. Krogh or Mr. Young. 

Mr. Dash. Now, when was the time that a special tele

phone was set up in the White House that was billed to Mr. [sic) 

Chenow's apartment? 

Mr. Hunt. That would have to be -- oh, I would say in 

the month of July or early August of 1971. 

Mr. Dash. And what was the purpose of setting that tele

phone up? 

Mr. Hunt. So. that persons associated with our Task Force, 

if you will, could be reached by means other then through 

the White House switchboard. 

I Mr. Dash. And what was Mrs. Chenow's relationship with 

Indistinct doctunent retyped by 
House Judiciary Co11111ittee staff 
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House Judiciary Committee staff 

this project? 

I Mr. Hunt. She was a secretary to the group, worked 

~cifically for Mr. Young. 

Mr. Dash. Did she answer that telephone? 

Mr. Hunt. Yes. 

Mr. Dash. When did the use of that telephone terminate? 

Mr. Hunt. I do not know. 

Mr. Dash. I mean, it was not on your orders that you 

terminated it? 

Mr. Hunt. Oh, no, sir. 

Mr. Dash. Well, there came a time when your work with 

the group terminated, did it not? 

Mr. Hunt. Yes, approximately January of 1972. 

Mr. Dash. And how did that come about? 

Mr. Hunt. Well, it was just that I was doing~ I had 

a regular full-time job with the public relations firm in 

town. I was spending a great deal of time traveling [sic] with and 

for Mr. Liddy, and it was just a question of available time. 

There was no time for me to work with the group, 16 people 

any more. 

Mr. Dash. Now, Mr. Liddy had gone over to the Committee 

for the Re-Election of the President? 

Mr. Hunt. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Dash. What was the name of that Company that you were 

working with? 

Indistinct document retyped by 
House Judiciary CQmmittee staff 

(486) 

312 



44.3 L. PATRICK GRAY TESTIMONY, AUGUST 3, 1973, 9 SSC 3455-56 

3455 

the FBI, and leaks from the FBI concerning the tracing of the $114,-
000. Once again I believe there was some discussion about Ogarrio 
and Dahlberg and it is my recollection that I was asked if I had 
ordered the interviews of Ogarrio and Dahlberg. I replied that I had 
either ordered or was going to order the interview of Ogarrio. In this 
discussion, I may have told Mr. Dean that I had arranged to meet with 
Director Helms and Deputy Director vValters at 2 :30 p.m. that after
noon to try to get this CIA situation resolved, but I cannot be positive 
that I did. 

At 10 :55 a.m. on this same day Mr. Ehrlichn:um called me. I was 
not available, but I returned his call at 11:17 a.m. His first words, 
issued abruptly, were: "Cancel your meeting with Helms and ·walters 
today; it is not necessary." I asked him for his reasons and he simply 
said that such a meeting is not necessary. I then asked him point blank 
who was going to make the decisions as to who is to be interviewed. He 
responded, "You do.'~ 

I then telephoned Director Helms to tell him that I was canceling 
our meeting. I also advised Messrs. Felt and Bates of the cancellation, 
but stated that the three of us would meet. In this same conversation 
with me, Director Helms requested that we not interview active CIA 
men Karl Wagner and John Caswell. I passed this information to Mr. 
Felt and instructed that these men not be interviewed. Before orders 
could get to the field, however, Mr. Caswell had already been inter-
viewed. · 
· I met with Mr. Felt and Mr. Bates in my office at 2 :30 ~.m. on this 

,vednesday afternoon, June 28, to review the CIA situation. In this 
meeting I was brought up to date on all the latest developments in 
the case. I can recall specifically discussing with them the alleged com
partmentalization at CIA where the right hand is not supposed to 
know what the left is doing in sensitive operations and asked if this 
could occur. We a.Q:reed that it was possible, but unlikely in the absence 
of some special vVhite House interest in the highest classification of 
national security interests where the need to know was rigidly con
trolled. 

Mr. Bates pointed out that under no circumstances should we back 
off any investigation at the request of CIA ,vithout forcing them to 
reveal completely their interest in this matter. We all agreed that the· 
FRI's reputation was at stake and I assnred them that I wonl<l not 
hold back the FBI in this investigation at anyone's requesti including 
the President of the United States, in the absence of overriding and 
valid considerations. I told them that if I were ordered to do so with
out valid reasons, I would resign. 

It was in this meeting that I believe I gave 'Mr. Felt and Mr. Bates 
instructions to go ahead with the intervfow of )fr . Ogarrio and to con
tinue our efforts to locate and inter-view Mr. Dahlberg. 

At 3 :58 p.m., .Tune 28, Mr. Dean called and I Wits not available. 
I returned the call at 4 :~5 p.m. and I believe now that this call in
volved a recmest bv Mr. Dean to hold up on the inten-i.ew of )Iiss 
Kathleen C'henow for allerred reasons of nationa 1 secnrih- nntil she 
returned from her rncation in England. I'm sure I said we would 
hold up for thP tinw beinQ' but she would have to ht> interviewed soon. 
I can recn 11 savinQ' that we will interview her in En!!land unh':-S she 
returns from meat ion at an early date. l\fr. Dean gaYe me her address 
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Lin England in this conversation, I believe, and I passed it along in 
a call to Mr. Felt in which I instructed him to temporarily discontinue 
leads to inter"."iew and _investigate Miss Kathleen Chenow in England. 
· In the evenmg of this same day, ·wednesday, June 28, 1972, a cable
gram was sent to our legate in :Mexico City instrncting him to interview 
:Mr. Ogarrio concerning the four checks in the aggregate amount of 
$89,000. This order was issued in the afternoon meeting with l\Ir. Felt 
and Mr. Bates, I believe, because of the phone call I made to Director 
Helms on June 27 asking if the CIA had any interest in )Ir. Ogarrio 
and his reply to the effect that CIA had no interest . 

• .\.t 8 :15 a.m. on Thursday, June 29, 1972, I issued orders to cancel 
the interview of l\fr. Ogarrio and to instruct the l\Iinneapolis Field 
Division to make no further attempts to interview l\fr. Dahlberg but 
to conti.,ue to obtain records of his long distance calls. I am fairly 
certain that I did so as the result of a telephone call I received from 
)fr. Dean at home, prior to my departure to Dulles Airport for an 
inspection trip to San Diego and Phoenix. He again urged that these 
interviews be held up for national security reasons or because of CIA 
interest. I called Mr. Felt, or his office, and gave these cancellation 
orders. On my own initiative I also ordered that George Munro, CIA 
station chief at :Mexico City, not be interviewed because I noted in one 
of the many reports that crossed my desk that he was CIA station chief 
in Mexico City. 

In San Diego, on Friday, June 30, I received a call from l\Ir. Felt. 
He informed Ii1e that Assistant U.S. Attorney Silbert wanted the 
FBI to interview Mr. David Young, Mr. Ogar~rio and :Miss Chenow 
and that our Washington Field Office recommended interviews of )Ir. 
Mitchell, Mr. Young and l\Iiss Chenow. I instmcted :.Mr. Felt to tell 
:Mr. Dean that we were going to interview l\Ir. l\fitchell, l\fr. Young, 
Miss Chenow , and any others that we must interview, and I also told 
him to give to Mr. Dean the message from .Assistant U.S. Attorney 
,SilhP.rt. iust as we had. receivecl it 

Mr. Dean had called me earlier that morning to complain bitterly 
about alleged leaks from the FBI. In this com·ersation it is my recol
lection that he again raised the question of not inteniewing Mr. Ogar
rio ·and Mr. Dahlberg- and stated that they had absolutely nothing to do 
with ,v atergate. but I cannot be certain. 

l\f r. Dean called me again that afternoon. I do not recall whether 
or not l\Ir. Dean and I discussed l\Iessrs. Ogarrio and Dahlber~ in this 
conversation. I do know that l\fr. Dean asked me to consider setting 
up a special group in the FBI to investigate the entire matter of leaks. 
I told him that it was not necessary and that I would not take such 
action. 

l\fr. Felt called me later that afternoon to report that Mr. DE>an 
informed him that l\fr. Young and :Miss Chenow would be available 
for interview during the first part of the cornin!! week. He also told me 
that l\fr. Dean was still complaining about alleged leaks from the 
FRI. 

On l\fondav, .Tnlv 3. 1972, I scheduled a meetin!! with ~Iessrs. Felt, 
Bates. and KnnkPl. snPcial aQ"ents in charrr<> of tlw Washin!!ton field 
office, to review the innstirration to datf" a~d to consider all ramifica
tions of a possible CIA inYoln-ment. This meetinf!' lasted from :3 :30 
p.m. until jnst about 4 p.m., and we discussed ewry possible theory, 
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BELOW ARE THE RESULTS OF THE EXAMINATIONS CONDUCTED BY THE IDENTIFICATION SECTION 

FROM THE TOP DRAWER OF DRESSER AT LEFT OF DOOR FROM ROOM 21.1.j. 

#262 
./ 

A check in receipt for the Watergate Hotel for room 214 in name of F. 
Carter, IN 6/16, OUT 6/19, Firm Ameritas, 955 SW First, Miami, Fla. 
and. signed by Prank Carter. 

1#263 A cnecRi in receipt for the Watergate Hotel for room 214 in name of J • 
.__........-Valdez, IN 6/16, OUT 6/19, Firm Ameritas, 955 SW First, Miami, Fla. 

and signed. 

A black or dar~ blue small book with "Addresses Telephones" in 
yellow lettering on front and on the first page "Bernard L. Barker,, 
5229 NW 4th Street, Miami, Fla. 33126,. Office Barker Associated L,c. 
230l llW 7 St., Suites F & G, Miami, Fla. 33125", book contains various 
names, addresses and telephone numbers. 

"\ .#265 A torn out piece of white lined paper headed ff Addresses" with name 
~ ... ___..- "Carole Frohman, 865-0255" • 

• ~ ~,.#2~~ A black plastic folder containing (7) seven business cards in name of 
r:, · Bernard L. Barker, G.R.I, Realtor. 
~ , . ~1 • 

. \ l ~5¥ A business card from E. Rolando Martinez, Associate of Barker Associates 
~\ -~I ,•.I ;.7 I • R lt 
~~~ I ~I nc., ea ors . 

-~ I ~ .#268 /A Sears Easy Payment Account Card .#45 42313 76571 5 in nam~ of Mr. 
~';!-· j ·-/ Bernard L . . Barker, . 5229 NW 4th St., Miami, Fla. 33126. 

,. ,, ~I , , 
\:::::··-11 #26~,,, { social security card #213-07-0844- in name of Bernard Leon Barke::-. 

' :.:\. · 1 ~1'il210 _A:--Florida Operators License .#B62609217097709A in the name o:f Bernard 
.--- ,,

1
,it \./ Leop Barker. 

~ . . 

• )~271vKSears Credit Card #'+5 91613 7.8~:o __ '+ in name o:f Mr. Bernard L. Barker. 

::: ~I #'fly An American Express Credit Card, number 047 252 328 1 SOOAX in t:1.e 
;,: .,., name of Bernard L. Bar ker, Bar ke r Associates Inc. 
t,: ,n 
n:: f:? 

r=; #273 C A __ standard Chevron National Travel Credit Card, number 110 31.9 250 ·4 ; 
in name of ·Bernard L. Bar ker. 

41'+ 3802 8 in the name of BL Barker. 

number 984 135 
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44. 5 WASHINGTON, D. C. POLICE DEPARTMENT EVIDENCE REPORT, JUNE 20, 1972 

Page 12 

~ROPOLITM! :'OUG D= 
i'lt,SHiN :;,o:r. D. C 

SUP?LEMENTARY EVID'.=:~JCE REPO-"T 

j 1. OATE OF TH>S Re'.POF!r 

I 6-20-72 
2. COMPLAINANT'S NAME I J. LOCAT1ott oF o~FEr-:s::: 

Democratic National Committee Water ate 2600 Va. Ave NW 
4. OF?"El~Se'. S. OATE::OF.OFFE.N~E 6.M.C S NO .. 7 .. C.C .. R .. NO. 

Burglary II 6-17-72 12830 316-83 

BELOW ARE THE RESULTS OF THE EXAMINATIO?/S CONDUCTED BY THE IDENTIFICATION SECTION 

The below listed property recovered on Search Warrant by Detective Robert 
Denell, CID in room #214 of the Watergate Hotel on 6-17-72 and turned over 

':·to Technician Larry Muncy of the Mobile Crime Laboratory 6-20-72 at 0815 hrs. 

ITEMS: . 
I 

/1#167 One black with white metal trim trsamsonite" attache case. 

#169 

"' ra #11s 
t 
;:: 

P-U7!1 

(The attache case contained the following:) 

One brown and yellow metal "bates" list finder, model K, with :"PFC 
Donnie Martinez, Co B, 2nd Tank Battallion, Force Troops, Camp Lejeune, 
North Carolina, 28542" written inside the top of the finder. (This item 
is known as a pop-up telephone directory.) 

One "1972 Realty Bluebook" with torn out page from desk calendar in same. 
Calendar page dated Monday, August 23rd and Tuesday August 24th, 1971. On 
the August 23rd side is.written: "2514 N.W. 122 St.". 

One green with yellow lettering "Expa:ided Payment Table for Monthly Mortgage 
Loans" with business card of "E. Rolando Martinez" attached to inside front 
cover. 

A black vinyl address book with "L&M Mortgage Co. ,6500 W.4th Ave Suite 6,;, 
Hialeah, Florida, 822-7520" imprinted on same. In the "Q" section of the 
book is a diagram of what appears to be a hotel lobby. 

Black leather business card holder containing business cards of 
Martinez" and other subjects. 

Ut:
.L., Rolando 

U.S, Airmail Postage stamp holder with" six ll cent Airmail stamps & six 
2 cent stamps in same. 

A envelope from "Real Estate Di~=tories" addressed to: "Judd Real°t'.f or 
Miami", containing real estate listings of the Miami area that are for 
sale. 

Envelope containing legal seperation papers of Eugenio Rolando Martinez 
and Jean Marie Moleski DeGregorio Martinez. "Case 72-9254-J.W.Kehoe" 
( papers had not been signed but was to appear before Judge J.W. Kehoe 
of Dade County,Fla., June 27, 1972) 
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44, 6 SSC REPORT OF KATHLEEN CHENOW FBI 302 INTERVIEf/ 1 JULY 3,. 1972 
' . 

This is Tuesday, April 24, 1973, I am. in the FBI Headquarters, this is 
Samuel Dash, Chief Counsel of the Select Committee and I am reviewing 
302's for the purpose of preparing intenriews for committ ee witnesses. 

first interview is Miss Kathleen Chenow. She was interviewed on 
y 3, 1972 by special Robert E. Lill and Daniel C. }fahen and she 

interviewed in the Executive Office Building, 17th & Pennsylvania 
Avenue in the presence of Mr. John Dean, counsel from President Nixon, 
and Mr. Fred Fielding, Mr. Deans assistant. Miss Chenow stated that 
she : was employed in a secretarial capacity to Mr. David Young, Rm. 1.6, 

/ Executive Office Bldg. from i1"une 71 till sometime in March 72. That 
she was approached by Mr. Youp.g sometime in October 71 and requested to 
have a private telephone ins~lled in the suite of offices located in 

Q 

0 

N 

-

Rm. 16 for the use of M..r. E. Howard Hunt, who would be in a position to 
receive calls on that phone line. The phone bills for this particular 
phone was to be sent to Miss Chenow's home address 501 Slaters Iane, 
Alexandria, Virginia. She agreed to this arrangement and the bills 
was sent to her home and she brought them to the office a!\~resented 
them to Mr. John Campbell, staff secretary to President Nixon. According 
to Miss Chenow the phone ... was in the suite of office for approximately 

/ive months and was taken out sometime in the . middle of March 1972. 
Mr. Young office was a &u.ite of four rooms ;which included Mr. Young's 
office, a senate office, a coni'erence room and a small reception 
:area the phone which had been installed and billed to her residence 
was an extension of 2 telephones setting on desks in the senate office, 
an possible a third extension into the conference room. 

~Iiss Chenow said that Hunt visited the Young office approximately twice 
.a week that he . dicf".not have an office in that suite but that he was 
:1ocated on the third floor of the Executive Office Building. She 
last saw Mr. Hunt in March 1972. She believed that Hunt was assisting 
Mr. Young in the aftermath of the "Pentagon Papers" she als,Q.. stated 
that she was aquainted with G. Gordon Lid<fy· and that he was a third 
party that assisted Mr. Young and occupied .-an office in the '·same genera]. 
location of Young. The last time she saw Mr. Liddy wa§ in February 1972 
when he came to · the office to pick up mail and Mr. Liddy left the employ 
of the White House in December 1971 for employment to the Committee to 
Reelect the President. 

Miss Chenow said that the phone install,ed in the Young suite was 
essentially a telephone for Mr. Hunt's use and served as a answering 
service. In addition to a local address in Alexandria, Virginia ~liss 
Chenow has a MilwalL~ee address which is 4957 North 110th Street, 
Wilwau..~ee, Wisconsin. This is her parents address. The Alexandria, 
Virginia address telephone number AS of the time of this interview 
was 836-1040. 
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44. 7 L. PATRICK GRAY TESTIMONY, FEBRfARY 28, 1973, 
SJC 1 GRAY NOMINATION HEARINGS, 127 

127 

Senator BYRD. Did you have contact with anyone employed by 
the Committee for the Reelection of the President? 

Mr. GRAY. Contact when or where or for what purpose? 
Senator BYRD. At any time. 
Mr. GRAY. No; I had nothing to do with that committee. 
Senator BYRD. You had no contact "vith any employee of that 

committee? 
Mr. GR.u. No. Except during the conduct of this investigation, 

the FBI did; we interviewed those people. But I had no personal 
contact. I had no telephone calls. I had no letters. I had no visits. 

Senator BYRD. Irrespective of the Watergll,te investigation, did 
you have any contacts? 

Mr. GRAY. No. 
Senator BYRD. Did you know anyone on the committee? Did you 

know anyone on the committee staff? Did you ever have any contact 
,,ith them? 

Mr. GRAY. Sure; I knew those people-sure. I knew .Bob Mardian 
and John Mitchell and Fred LaRue; I came to know those people 
after I came to Washington and after 1969. I did not know them 
before that. 

Senator BYRD. When did you first learn of Mr. Liddy's involvement 
in the Watergate break-in? 

I Mr. GRAY. I will have to give you the exact information because 
I did not provide , myself with that kind of detailed information today 
and I will have to submit it. It probably came to me under an alias 
first and then probably came to me. with his true name as we developed 
it. I know I have the names of the people who were arrested but those, 
as we know, were aliases as we later found out. But I will have to 
find the exact time that George Gordon Liddy's name was delivered 
to me, Senator. 

Senator BYRD. And from whom. 
Mr. Gray. And from whom; yes. 
(Mr. Gray subsequently submitted the following document for 

the record:) 
I find, Senator Byrd, upon checking the record,;;, that on June 18, 19i2, we 

first learned that one George Leonard, later identified as George Gordon Lictdy, 
was registered at the Watergate Hotel with the group which was arrested at the 
Democratic Committee Headquarters. Extensive efforts, of course, were made 
to endeavor to identify Leonard. On June 28, 19i2, Assistant Director Bates 
directed a memorandum .to Acting Associate Director Felt which stated that at 

L
12:50 P.M. that date, SAC Kunkel had called to advise that in tracing telephone 
calls of Martinez and Barker, one of the numbers called at the Committee to 
Reelect the President was that of a Mr. Gordon Liddy. Our Agents attempted · 
to interview Liddy that day and he refused to be interviewed. Subsequently, on 
7/3/72, Liddy's photograph was positively identified as being the individual 
known as George Leonard. 

Seno.tor Bvno. \Vere you 0,ware that :\fr. Liddy wns n. former FBI 
ttgent und that he was finance counsel for the Committee to Re-Elect 
the President itt the time of the Watergate break-in"? 

l\fr. GnA Y. No; I was not . I cli1l not even know :\fr. Liddy. 
Sen:1tor,BYRD. You did not know him personitll_r·? 
Mr. GRAY. Ko, sir; I di1l not. 
Senator Bnrn. EYen through the Committee to Re-elect the 

President'! 
)fr. GnAY. No, sir; I di1l not. 
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44. 8 KATHLEEN CHENOW TELEPHONE RECORDS, FEBRUARY, 1972-APRIL, 1972 
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44,8 KATHLEEN CHENOW TELEPHONE RECORDS, FEBRUARY1 1972 - APRIL1 1972 
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45. On June 28, 1972 Gray met with John Ehrlichman and John Dean. 

At this meeting Gray was given two folders containing documents which 

he was told had been retrieved from Howard Hunt's safe and had not 

been delivered to FBI agents when the remainder of the contents of 

the safe was delivered on June 27, 1972. Gray was told that these 

documents were politically sensitive, were unrelated to Watergate, 

and should never be made public. Dean did not deliver to Gray the 

two notebooks and pop-up address book that had been found in Hunt's 

safe; Dean has related that he discovered these items in a file folder 

in his office in late January 1973, at which time he shredded the 

notebooks and discarded the address book. 

Page 
45.1 John Ehrlichman log, June 28, 1972 (received 

from SSC) • ..................•..•..................... 502 

45.2 L. Patrick Gray testimony, 9 SSC 3467 ................ 503 

45.3 John Ehrlichman testimony, 7 SSC 2835-36 ••••••••••••• 504 

45.4 John Ehrlichman testimony, 6 SSC 2614 . ............... 506 

45.5 John Dean testimony, 4 SSC 1362-65 ••••••••••••••••••• 507 

45.6 Richard Ben-Veniste statement, United States v. 
Liddy, November 5, 1973, 3-4 ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 511 
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45. 2 L. PATRICK GRAY TESTIMONY, AUGUST 3, 1973, 9 SSC 3467 

3467 

House, Department of ,Justice, and CIA on the subject of retrieval by 
the CIA of CIA information furnished to the Department of Justice. 

THE HOW ARO HUNT FILES 

r: Prior t? a meeting I had with M~. Dean and Mr. Ehrlichma!1 in 
fr. Ehrhchman's office on the evenmg of June 28, 1972, I haa no 

knowledge from any source whatever of the existence of these partic-
ular files or of the information and instructions I was to receive that 
evening. 

I arrived at Mr. Ehrlichman's office at about 6 :30 p.m. that evening 
for the purpose of discussing with him the many rumors and allega
tions concerning leaks of information from the FBI regarding the 
Watergate investigation. One of his secretaries tolcl me to go right on 
into his private office. Mr. Dean was in the office talking with Mr. 
Ehrlichman. I remember being surprised at Mr. Dean's presence be
cause I had not known that he would be at the meeting. 

After the usual greetings were exchanged, Mr. Ehrlichman said 
something very close to, "John has something that he wants to turn 
over to you." I then noticed that Mr. Dean had in his hands two white 
manila, legal-size file :folders. It is my recollection that these folders 
were not in envelopes at this time. 

Mr. Dean then told me that these files contained copies of sensitive 
and classified papers of a political nature that Howard Hunt had 
been working on. He said that they have national security implica
tions or overtones, have absolutely nothing to do with Watergate and 
have no bearing on the "\Vatergate investigation whatsoever. Either 
Mr. Dean or l\fr. Ehrlichman said that these files should not be allowed 
to confuse or muddy the issues in the vYatergate case. 

I asked whether these files should become a part of our FBI "\Vater-

Lgate file. Mr. Dean said these should not become a part of our FBI 
;Watergate file, but that he wanted to he able to say. if called upon 
later, that he had turned all of Howard Hunt's files over to the FBI. 

· I distinctly recall M:r. Dean saying that these files were "political 
. ~ynamik" and "clearly should not see the light of day.~, · 

It is true that neither Mr. Ehrlichman nor Mr. Dean expressly 
instructed me to destroy the files. But there was, and is, no doubt ii1 
my mind that destruction was intended. Neither 1'fr. Dean nor Mr. 
Ehr1ichrnan said or implied that I was being giyen the documents 
personally merely to safeguard against leaks. As I believe each of them 
testified before this committee the "\Vhite House regarded the FBI as 
a source of leaks. The clear implication of the substance and tone of 
their remarks was that these two files were to be destroyed and I 
interpreted this to be an order from the counsel to the President of 
the United States issued in the presence of one of the two top assist
ants to the President of the United States. 

It is my recollection that I asked for large brown envelopes in 
which to place the files. I believe that Mr. Dean stepped briefly into 
the outer office to obtain the enYclopcs and pla<:>.ed each file in a sep
arate brown envelope i.n Mr. Ehrli.chrnan's inner office and handed 
them to me. 

Although my memory is not perfectly clear on this. I believe Mr. 
Dean then left Mr. Ehrlichm:rn 's office vnd I stayed for 5 or 10 minutes 
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45. 3 JOHN EHRLICHMAN TESTIWJNY., JULY 30., 1973., 7 SSC 2835-36 

2835 

at this meeting, and what it was General ·walters was going to go and 
· talk to Mr. Gray about. 

Senator ERnN. I think this may be an appropriate time to recess 
for lunch. 

Mr. "\VrLSON. Mr. Chairman, may I inquire about the schedule. Mr. 
Haldeman is our next witness and I would like to ask would you 
suggest that he be here at 2 o'clock? He has a statement which would 
take no longer than 2 hours to read and I would suggest that he read 
it the same day. 

Senator ERVIN. I would suggest that he come in at 3 o'clock. I think 
we can .finish with Mr. Ehrlichman at that time. I don't know whether 
we can or not. 

[Whereupon at 12 :30 p.m., the committee recessed to reconvene at 
2 p.m. on the same day.] 

AFTERNOON SF.SSION, M01'--0AY, JULY 30, 1973 

Senator ERVIN. The committee will come to order. 
Counsel will resume the interrogation of the witness. 
Mr. DASH. Mr. Ehrlichman, following the meeting that you had 

on June 23 with Mr. 'Walters, :Mr. Helms, and Mr. Haldeman, did 
you instruct Mr. Dean to contact }Ir. Walters and follow up on the 
June 23 meeting~ · 

l\fr. EHRLICHMAN. No, sir. I simply notified Mr. Dean that there 
had been a meeting, that General Walters was going to be taU,.1.ng 
with Mr. Gray, and that we had indicated to General Walters that 
Mr. Dean would be his contact from that point forward. 

Mr. DASH. Did there come a time when General Walters did call 
you and tell you that he was going to have a meeting or that Dean had 
contacted him and was it all right for him to speak to Mr. Dean~ 

Mr. EHRLICHMAN. It either happened that way or I told him at 
· the time · of the meeting on the 23d that Dean would be his contact, 

one or the other, but I am quite sure that I indicated to General 
·w alters that Dean was the White House man who was looking after 
this whole subject. 

Mr. DASH. Were you aware that Mr. Dean did in fact meet with 
General Walters on June 26? 

Mr. EHRLICHMAN. No, I was not aware of those meetings. 
Mr. DASH. There were a series of meetings! 
Mr. EHRLICHMAN. Yes, I understand there were, and I was not 

aware of that series of meetings until just recently. 
Mr. DASH. And .Mr. Dean did not .report to you on them 1 
Mr. EHRLICHMAN. No, he did not. n Mr. DASH. Now, on June 28, 1972, you met with Mr. Dean and Mr. 

Gray, and we have had some testimony on that, and on that same day 
you had two earlier meetings with Mr. Dean. Do you recall what the 
two earlier meetings were about before the meeting with Mr. Dean and 
Mr. Gray? 

Mr. EuRLICIUIAN. Not specifically. I surmised that one of them was 
simply an informational meeting knowing that I was about t-0 leave 
town for an extended period of time. As I recall, there was a conversa
tion and whether it was by meeting or whether it was by telephone, 
I cannot recall, but on the same day that we met with Pat Gray I am 
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45. 3 JOHN EHRLICHMAN TESTIMONY, JULY 30, 1973, 7 SSC 2835-36 

2836 

quite sure we had a conversation about turning over the contents of 
Hunt's safe to Mr. Gray. 

l\fr. DASH. All right. 
Then, you had your meeting with l\fr. Gray and I think you have 

already testified to the circumstances under which a particular packet 
or envelope ,vas turned over to Mr. Gray. 

Mr. EnRLICH)IAN. Right. 
Mr. DASH. I think we· have had full testimony on that. 
Now, by the way, did you know at the time the packet of materials 

was turned over to Mr. Gray what was contained in the packet i 
Mr. EHRLICHMAN, No. 
fr. DASH. Had you been told by Mr. Dean they were sensitive ma
ials, politically sensitive materials? 

Mr. EHRLICH:\IAN. Yes. 
Ir. DASH. I think you testified in response to a question of )Ir. 

Gurney on page 5438 of the testimony, Senator Gurney asked you: 
"Did you ever have any communication with Mr. Gray about these 

· documents after this meeting1" and referring to the June 28 meeting 
and you answered, "Yes, sir." And Senator Gurney said, "And recount 
it to the committee," and your answer was: · 

That was in April of this year that we had a conversation. The President asked 
me to telephone Mr. Gray. It was a Sunday night and it was the 15th of April 
about 10 :15 p.m. I was in the President's EOB office, and he had a meeting that 
day with Mr. Kliendienst. The subject of these documents came up at this 
meeting. 

Then, you were asked to call Mr. Gray. You referred to that tele-
phone call. You said : · 

I told him at that time that the delivery of the documents to him 

to Mr.Gray, 
had 'been the subject of this conversation between the Attorney General and the 
President that Mr. Dean apparently had told the prosecuting attorney about 
the fact that he had made the delivery. 'Mr. Gray said, "Well, he cannot do that." 
~d I said "well, he did say that,"· and he said "if he says that I will deny it," 
and I said "well, Pat, it isn't a subject for denial. Obviously, it is not something 
you can deny. I recall the episod.e very clearly,'' and well. he says "You have got 
to back me up on this," and he went on to say "I destroyed the documents." 

I think at that point you said you were nonplussed about it and you 
hung up. Then you decided, after talking to the President, that per
haps you had not made it clear that you were not going to back him 
up and you called him back and without rny reading the testimony, 
you made it very clear to him that if you had to go to testify you 
would tell the truth about that. 

Now, is it not true, :Mr. Ehrlichman, this was not the next time that 
you had a conversation with Mr. Gray about those documents? That 
at the April 15 meeting, did not Mr. Gray--

Mr. EHRLICHMAN [interrupting]. The next time--
Mr. DASH [interrupting]. The question put by Senator Gurney that 

after the June 28 meeting, did you have again occasion to talk about 
·those documents with Mr. Gray, and your answer was--

Mr. EHRLICHMAN [interrupting]. I see. 
Mr. DASH [ continuing]. The April 15 phone call. 
Mr. Eunuc1nuN. You are referring to the rather oblique reference 

in Mr. Gray's phone report to me about his confirmation hearings per
haps, and that is correct. 
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Senator GURNEY. "\Vell, let us get, then to-that is clear enough. 
Let us get to the Gray papers. As I understand your testimony now, 
Mr. Dean did raise these sensitive papers. If they were jnst filed away 
in the FBI regular files and somebody got to them, ,vhy, it would 
be very embarrassing to a lot of people. 

Ur. EHRLICHMAN. That is what he said. 
Senator GuRNEY. ·what happened to those papers? Tell your version 

of the story from his first telling you that these were sensitive papers 
to where he tells you something different about them? 

l\Ir. EHRLICHMAN. He agonized for several days about what to do 
with this situation. I was not involved in a lot of conversations with 
him about it. He was gone a couple of days during this interval because 
the river was flooding on account of Agnes hurricane. His house was 
near the river and so he was just out of the play for a couple of days 
during that particular time. He was moving his furniture up and put
ting up sandbags and whatnot. 

So he came back from that interlude and said he thought he had an 
idea as to how to solve this problem and that would be to deliver these 
documents in two parcels-one parcel to the field office and the other 
parcel to Pat Gray. I certainly concurred in that suggestion. It seemed 
to me like a good way of making sure that the documents did not leak 
as long as l\Ir. Gray held on to them. 

Senator GURNEY. This was his suggestion to turn them over to 
G~? . 

Mr. Enm,ICHMAN. Yes, sir. 
Senator GmrnEY. And then what happened? 
~fr. EnRLICIDIAN. Then, I said that either I would get l\Ir. Gray to 

come over, but I think what I said to him was Mr. Gray was coming 
over that day for another appointment and why didn't he just bring 
them over when Pat Gray was there and deliver them to him, so two 
of us could say that the delivery had been made and we would put an 
end to this evidentiary chain, so to speak. 

Senator GURNEY. I understand that he did come over and he did 
bring the documents and Gray and he and you were there. Then, what 
happened 1 

Mr. EnRLICHl\IAN. "\Ve were there. He said, "Pat. I would like to 
r6ve :rou these." The sense of it was that these were contents of Hunt's 
Rafe that were politically sensitive and that we just could not stand to 
han, them leaked. I do not know whether he had talked to Grav before 
or not, because Gray seemed to understand the setting and the premise, 
so to speak. And he turned the documents o,·er to him and ,Tohn Dean 
then left. 

Senator G~mXEY. Did you say nothing during this whole meeting1 · 
:.\Ir. EnRLICIL\L\N. I probably chimed in on the subject of leaks, 

which was then kind of a-was a theme that I was hitting with l\f r. 
· Gray right along. And as I have testified before. I do not recall the 

LJ
necific langua.ge that was used. The sense of the conversation between 
ie three of us, which was not a long conversation. was that the purpose 
f Pat Grav takin_g delivery of tlwse was to amid the leak problem 
·hich all of ns recognized that the FBI was having. 
Senator GtrRXEY. "\Yell. I seem to recall there' was some testimon:v 

about. to Gray hv somemw. either Denn or von, that these docunwnts 
should nenr see the light of day. Do you recall that? 
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Mr. DEAN. The only other occasion I recall anybody else looking at 
the files is when Mr. Dick Moore who was Special Counsel to the Presi
dent was instructed hy )fr. Ehrlichman to prepare himself to deal ,vith 
the leaking stories on the Segretti related matters and at that time 
Jfr. Moore was given those documents to look at, and worked ,vith 
those documents as they related to Segretti, Kalmbach, and Chapin, 
and Ur. Strachan. 

Senator GURNEY. Didn't Mr. Chapin and Mr. Strachan look at them, 
too? 

Mr. DEAK. No, sir, they did not. I never showed them to any witness. 
In fact I was requested, and I told the people who had been inter
viewed that I didn't think it was something I could show them, and I 
would generally just talk in gene.ml about it. I do recall when they 
were reinte1Tiewed by the FBI the FBI themselves showed them their 
original 302's. · 

Senator GURNEY. Don't you think it was a serious breach of faith 
to show these 302 files to ot)rnr people, a breach of faith to l\Ir. Gray? 

Mr. DEAN. Yes. I think it can be interpreted that way. 

I: Senator GURNEY. Let's go to the matter of the Hunt material that 
;vas turned over to Mr. Gray. 

Now, as I understand it some material was turned over to the FBI 
hut certain materials were held out; is that correct~ 

•l\fr. DEAN. That is correct. 
Senator GumrnY. ·what were they? · 
l\f r. DEAX. Well, I tried in my statement to catalog what I can recall 

that I saw amongst those documents. This was a combined eff01i to 
extract this material by l\fr. Fickling and my~elf. Sometimes when 
l\Ir. Fielding was going through it he would make reference to some
thing and at one point in time I decided we oug-ht to extract all of 
these documents and put them in one place , and l\fr. Fielding did that 
for me and put them in envelopes and they were subsequently stored in 
my safe until the time they were turned oYer to l\Ir. Gray. 

So, 'l cannot--
Senator G~NEY. I thought you testified that you carried some of 

these around m the trunk of your cad 
'l\fr. DEAN. No, sir, that was not, those were not documents. That ·was 

the briefcase that was found in Mr. Hunt's safe. That was a rather 
large, oh, like so. 

Senator GURNEY. ,vasn't that the material that was turned over to 
Grav~ 

l\fr. DEAN. No, sir,'it was not. 
Senator GURNEY. VVhat was turned over to Gray? 
l\fr. DEAN. Two envelopes containing sensitive political documents. 
Senator GURNEY. And what-that was turned over at a meeting in 

Mr. Ehrlichman's office, is that right? 
Mr. DEAN. That is correct. 
Senator GURNEY. And you were present and l\fr. Gray ·was present. 
Mr. DEAN. That is correct. You will recall I had been instI11cted to 

"deep-six" and shred documents. I had to come up in my own mind with 
a persuasive argument for l\fr. Ehrlichman as to why not to "deep-six" 
and destroy documents. I decided the bPst way to 1wrs11ade him was to 
tell him that there was a chance that the men who had drilled the safe 
had seen it, that. the Secret Senice agent who wns present at the time 
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of the drilling had seen it that l\fr. Fielding and )fr. Kehrli had been 
there and had seen it and, of coursP, l\fr. Fielding had gone through all 
of the documents and for all those people to be quizzed by the FBI 
would result in an awful lot of lying. • 

,Senator GunxEY. "\Vas it your sqggcstion to turn these papers ornr 
to Mr. Gray? . ·· 

Mr. DEAN. Yes, it was because I told )Ir.--
Senator GURNEY. Why did you suggest this? 
Mr. DEAN. I told Mr. Ehrlichman that if I were e,·er asked I wanted 

to be able to testify that I turned everything .owr to the FBI and sub
sequently when that came up _ and they were getting more spe~ific with 
that I told-- · . 

Senator GURNEY. ·what was the com·ersatiou in the office at the time 
the documents were turned over to Mr. Gray? · 

Mr. DEAN. ·well, it was a very brief conversation and, as I say, my 
encounter during that was very short. I had preceded Mr~ Gray, as I 
recall the sequence, to Mr. Ehrlichman's office. Mr. Ehrliclumm in
formed me he was going to meet with him and said, "Bring the docu-
ments over." · 

I brought the documents over and laid them on a coffee table in Mr. 
Ehrlichman's office. 

Senator GURNEY. Didn't you and Ehrlichman agree to set up the 
meeting? · 

Mr. DEAN. I have the impression Mr. Ehrlichman was going to 
meet with Mr. Gray on something else. That it was not specifically 
on this subject. 

Senator G-c;RNEY. I thought you said you suggested to :Mr. Ehrlich
man that you have a meeting with Gray to turn the documents over 
to him. · · 

Mr. DEAN. I suggested we turn them directly over to )fr. Gray, and ·· 
Mr. Ehrlichman, and after I turned the rest of the material over and 
I was still holding this I thouo-ht we ought to get the remainder over, · 
called-that happened on a Thursday or Friday, m·er the weekend. I 
said~there is a delay here-and oaHed Ehrlichman on )fonday and he 
said. "I am meeting with l\fr. Gray this en•ning. why don 't you bring 
the documents o\·er then," something of that nature. · 

Senator GunxEY. Now then, what transpired when they were turned 
oved · · 

Mr. DE.\X. As I said, I took the documents and had a verv brief dis
cussion with Ehrlichnian. I laid them on the coffee table 1n Ehrlich
man's office. l\fr. Gray was called up from the reception area, came in 
and .Mr. Ehrlichman made the initial-initially raised the matter, and 
said something to the effect that these are materials from )[r. Hunfs 
safe, I believe Dean has turned over other mnterial to the Bureau 
directly. . . 

Senator GunXEY. Did von ha,·e anv discussion with )fr. Ehrlichman 
. when you brought the documents in ·and laid them on the coffee table~ 

Mr. DEAN. I am sure there was. 
Senator GunxEY. '\Vhat was--
Mr. DF.AX. A·bout this was the way I could rerv easilv l1nndle thl 

situation if I was ever asked, if :\fr: Grav had been use.fol and s<.'er 
them . · 
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Senator GunNEY. Did you discuss with Mr. Ehrlichman what you 
might be going to tell Mr. Gray? 

1Mr. DEAN. 'l was going to tell him that I did not. think these related 
to the "\Vatergate incident, which I did not. 

Senator GunNEY. No, I am talking about the papers. The purpose of 
the meeting ,vas to turn some very sensitive documents over to 
Mr. Gray. 

Mr. DEAN. Yes. 
Senator GURNEY. So you could get rid 0£ them and 1fr. Ehrlichman 

could get rid of them. _ 
Now, prior to his coming into the office, I nnderstand that you went 

in and took the papers in and laid them clown. My question is, did you 
have any discussion with Mr. Ehrlichman at that time to what you 
were going to tell Mr. Gray when you turned the papers over-or when 
he turned them over 1 

Mr. DEAN. It was pretty well understood what the meeting was for, 
so it was not necessary to have any extended discnssion other than the 
fact that the documents were very politically sensitii;-e, that as I recall, 
I called them political dynamite when I raised them with Gray, that 
he should take custody of them, and that that would be the way to 
handle it as far as the '\Vhite House was concerned. I do not recall anv 
discussion of telling Mr. Gray to destroy the documents. • 

Senator GURNEY. Yon and Mr. Ehrlichman must harn had, cer
tainly, some feeling that Mr. Gray was not going to take this back to 
the FBI and put it in the files somewhere. 

Mr. DEAN. ·wen, he was told that they should never be leaked or be 
made public, something to that effect, yes. . 

Senator GURNEY. Well, did you discuss something to that effect 
before he came in the office~ 

'l\fr. DR\X. ·well, Senator, if we did, I have certainly no recollection 
of it at this time. As I recall the transaction, it was brief, I came over 
immediately preceding the meeting, Gray was culled up, there was this 
bric£ connrsation. Gray was Yirtnall.v en route np. He came in. This 
was explained to him. He at that point in time. as I recall. placed the 
documents in a small sort of briefcase-not reallv a briefcase, but one 
of these thin legal briefcases that he placed Hie documents in, and 
seemed quite willing to take them. He did not ha Ye a lot of hesitancy 
and he seemed to understand that indeed, this was an appropriate pro· 
cednre, although an unusual one. 

Senator GURNEY. And what wns precisely the thing that wns said 
to l\Ir. Gray about the docmnents ~ 

Mr. Dux. ·was said to him? '\Vell, I can recall that Ehrlich.man 
told him that they were from l\Ir. Hunt's safe and that they were very 
politically sensitive. I then explained to him that we had turned the 
rest of the material over to the. agents. However, these were political 
dynamite and if they ever leaked, it would just be a very serious 
problem for the President during the reelection year. 

Senator GURNEY. 1\1 as there not something about the light of day in 
that conversation? · 

Mr. DEAN. That is possible. I do not recall it now, what particular 
language I nsed. I think I conveyed to the committee the-if I used 
that particular term at that time, that does not necessarily strike me 
ns one of my normal phrases. · 
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Senator Gun:-.EY. vVell, to the best of your recollection, what did you 
sav to Mr. Gray? 

·Mr. DE.\N. As I say, to the best of my recollection, I cannot recall 
· the precise words, but other than the fact that the mate1•ial had come 

Urom Hunt's safe, to the best of my knowledge, it did not relate to the 
:vatergate ;. if it leaked, that these ~oc?ments were poli.tical dynamite, 
hat if they leaked or became public, 1t would cause great embarrass
ient and great problems. 

Senator GURNEY. Did you ever call Mr. Gray about these documents 
after that meeting1 

)Ir. DEAN. I cannot recall calling him. I recall, as I testified, I be
lieve yesterday, I had discussed this with counse.J, that I had a con
versation at some time with 1\fr. Gray in his office, in which he told 
me that he had taken the documents to Connecticut. He said he was 
either going to read them or :had read them. I just cannot recall which 
it was that he said, because it was a passing conversation. 

Senator GURNEY. You do not recall two conversations with . :\fr. 
Gray, either meeting with him in his office or he in your office or over 
the phone, asking him what he had done with the documents? . 

:Mr. DEAN. The first time-,vell, as I say, this one occasion, as I 
recall, was in his office when he indicated to me that he had taken them 
to Connecticut. 

Senator GURNEY. That was the result of your question asking him 
what he had done with them; is that right? 

:Mr. DEAN. No; as I recall, he volunteered that, that he had taken 
them to Connecticut. 

Senator GURNEY. Well, what ~ere you discussing at that meeting 
with him? W1utt was the purpose of the meeting? 

J\fr. DEAN. I do not recalLit could have been on the leak problems 
that we were having. 

Senator Gunx1n:. But you do recall in the meeting that he said, I 
have taken the documents to Connecticut? 

.:\Ir. DEAX. If you gave me a specific date on what meeting you might 
' be referring- to-- · -

Senator GURNEY. I do not really know myself. I am trying to find 
out. 

·)Ir. DEAX. As I say, five dates, I can generally put them in the 
sequence of what I was doing at a given time or what a gi,en concern 
was. I do recall a meeting in Gray's office that this came up, he told 
me that he had taken them to Connecticut. I am not clear whether he 
said he had read them or was going to read them or anything of this 
nature. 

Senator GtTRNEY. Did yon ever ask him again on any occasion what 
he had done ,vith the documents? 

)fr. DE.\N. Yes, I did. After I had disclosed this matter to )Ir. Peter
sen, I recall that I was at luncheon at the ,Justice Department. This 
was probably in early January. At that time, )Ir. Gray came up to 
me and sort of took me bv the arm and said, ,John, you have got to 
hang- tight on not disclosing these documents ... A.nd I said nothing 
to him. 

I said, T understand, and that was-but at the time, I had been 
questioned by the prosecutors. I ft>ltT had to tell )[r. Petersen because 
if I was going to go forward, that very fact was going to come out. 
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. ·[· p ,, " I' r : , : 
J\. '..J ..... ;_ 1..~ D I N G S ] 

Cr: , .. ina1 Action No~ 18ZT-72, 

United Str..tes of J\r.1;-;:dc;~ ,,-ers u s E. llci,;ard Hunt, James W. McCord, 

Bernard L. Barker, Eu gc·n:;_o R. i'-!ai,'tin e z, Frank A. Sturgis and 

Virgilio R. Gc~zale~. 

Mr . Phil j l-i L .1c :ivi. ra and Mr. Richard Ben.;yeniste, 

counsel for the gov ;:!r m~:·,, -~. 

Mr. _ -Sidney S2r::hs, co unsel for Mr. Hunt. 

Mr. Bernard L. Fenst~1·wald, counsel for . Mr.' ,McCord. 

Mr. Daniel E. S\ ul tz, ·coUJ.,sel for Messrs. Barker, 

Martinez, Sturgis a:1d Gon z alez. 

THE COURT: Mr. Shultz 

MR. SHULTZ: Yes, Your Honor. 

THE COURT: As to the defendants whom you .. represent,

do you waive ~heir right to be present here today? 

MR. SHULTZ: Yes, I do, . Your Honor. 

THE COURT: Mr. Shultz, I will hear you with referenc 

tc the motion filed by your cl.ients -to withdraw their p1.eas of 

g·.t:Uty. I will allow you one half-hour and then l: will allow 

the Government one hal ::-hour to answer. 

MR. BEN-VEN15TE: May I make a brief statement of 

· facts? 

THE COURT: Yes. 

MR. BEN-V:ENISTE: Your Honor, this is in connection 

with the motion made by the defendant Hunt and it relates to 

(511) 



- ! 

I. 
45.6 RICHARD BEN-VENISTE STATEMENT, NOVEMBER 5, 1973, U.S. v. LIDDY, 3-4 

4 
! 

ii r;vi,1-:-.~·:e i·.~cir:h has recently come into our possession from John 1.· 

ji 1·/. IJ~i'.:·: n I. As you know, Your Honor, Mr. Dean pleaded guilty 
,I 
~ on Octaba~ 19th before this Court and following that time we I 
ll h,;d occ:-.s:. :J::1. to interview him from time to time but the ·.·1 
'I . I! dc;n.:lop,n·~: ,.~.:.:.; over tlte last few weeks inhibited us to soine 

II extcn'.:; fro::, doing that as thoroughly as we would like. However ,
1 

i! . . . . .. 
,!! las.: Fdd;y s while we ·• were in Court ·, members of our ·staff h . . . 
1/ . • , 
IJ 1nte:nne\,:,~ c! Mr. Dean a.Tld questioned him with respect to the 

II -I ~onte::t:s o! : N1·. Ihmt's safe. This was the first occasion on 
I' ,I 
lj which me:;:b~rs of the Special Prosecution Force had the 

I opportunit;: to question him about this matter. Mr. Dean related 
I . I that at son;c time in late January. 1973. he discovered a file 

I folder in his office containing the President's estate plan, 

two cloth-bound ·notebooks with cardboard covers and lined p~gcs 

.containing some handwriting. . Dean at that time recalled that 

these had come from Howard Hunt's safe. Dean did not look at 

the conte:ut:s and cannot recall .. what r.ii~ht have been in them. · 

He assumed it related to the Ellsberg break-in. He ·shredded 

both notebooks in his shredder. 

At the same time he also discovered a pop-up address .1. 
book containing some names with each page x-d ou.t in ink~ Dea.'"l 

threw this pop-up notebook into the waste basket at the time. 

These are £acts, of course, which defense counsel should know . 

about. We are apprising the Court of them at this time £or 

that purpose. It is out belief that this does not alter our 
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46. On June 30, 1972 the President met with H. R. Haldeman and 

John Mitchell. A portion of their discussion related to the Water

gate break-in. 

46.1 Tape recording of a portion of a meeting among 
the President, H. R. Haldeman and John Mitchell 
on June 30, 1972 and House Judiciary Committee 

Page 

transcript thereof ..•....•..•....•.............•.. 514 
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HALDEMAN: 

MITCHELL: 

HALDEMAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

HALDEMAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

46.1 TRANSCRIPT OF JUNE 30., 19?2 MEETING (EXCERPTS) 

TRANSCRIPT PREPARED BY THE IMPEACHMENT INQUIRY 
STAFF FOR THE HOUSE JUDICIARY COMMITTEE OF 
EXCERPTS FROM A RECORDING OF A MEETING AMONG 
THE PRESIDENT AND H. R. HALDEMAN AND JOHN 
MITCHELL ON JUNE 30, 1972 

Well, there maybe is another facet. The longer you wait 

the more risk each hour brings. You run the risk of 

more stuff, valid or invalid, surfacing on the Watergate 

caper -- type of thing --

You couldn't possibly do it if you got into a --

-- the potential problem and then you are stuck --

Yes, that's the other thing, if something does come out, 

but we won't -- we hope nothing will. It may not. But 

there is always the risk. 

As of now there is no problem there. As, as of any moment 

in the future there is at least a potential problem. 

Well, I'd cut the loss fast. I'd cut it fast. If we're 

going to do it I'd cut if fast. That's my view, generally 

speaking. And I wouldn't and I don't think, though, 

as a matter of fact, I don't think the story, if we, if 

you put it in human terms -- I think the story is, you're 

positive rather than negative, because as I said as I was 

preparing to answer for.this ptess conference, I just wrote 
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MITCHELL: 

PRESIDENT: 

MITCHELL: 

HALDEMAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

HALDEMAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

HALDEMAN: 

46.1 TRANSCRI PT OF JUNE 30, 1972 MEETING (EXCERPTS) 

- it out, as I usually do, one way -- terribly sensitive 

[unintelligible]. A hell of a lot of people will like 

that answer. They would. And it'd make anybody else 

who a~ked any other question on it look like a selfish 

son-of-a-bitch, which I thoroughly intended them to 

look like. 

* * * 

[Unintelligible] Westchester Country Club with all the 

sympathy in the world. 

That's great. That's great. 

[Unintelligible] don't let --

You taking this route -- people won't expect you to -

be a surprise. 

No -- if it's a surprise. Otherwise, you're right. It 

will be tied right to Watergate. [Unintelligible ]tighten 

if you wait too long, till it simmers down. 

You can't if other stuff develops on Watergate. The 

problem is, it's always potentially the same thing. 

Well _if it does, don't just hard-line. 

{Unintelligible] That's right. In other words, it'd 

be hard to hard-line Mitchell's departure under --

- 2 -
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PRESIDENT: 

MITCHELL: 

That's right. You can't do it. I just want it to be 

handled in a way Martha's not hurt. 

Yeah, okay. 
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47. On July 2, 1972 Fred Fielding, staff assistant to John Dean, 

flew to England, where Kathleen Chenow was vacationing, to bring Chenow 

back to Washington. On or about July 3, 1972 Chenow discussed her 

forthcoming FBI interview with Fielding and Plumbers Unit member David 

Young. Dean and Fielding were present when the FBI interviewed Chenow. 

35 - 78 0 0 - 74 - 34 

Page 
47.1 John Dean testimony, 3 SSC 941 ••••••••••••••••••••••• 518 
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formed the general pattern that was followed with other mem
bers of the White House staff, that is I would discuss with the 
person before the interview what I throught the agents would 
he interested$(} and then discuss that person's area of knowledge. 
I lrnd reviewed this procedure with Ehrlichman, who full,Y con
curred in the procedure. On several occasions, )Ir. •Fieldmg of 
my office also participated in preparing witnesses for their inter
vie,ws with the FBI. Contrary to some accounts that ::r sat in on 
some 14 to 18 interviews at the -white House, the only inter
,--iews I recall sitting in on were Chapin's, l\fiss Chenow's, Col
son's, Ehrlichman's, )Iiss Joan Hall's, Strachan's, Timmons', 
and Young's. Also I was present when Fielding, Kehrli, and I 
had a discussion with the FBI about the handling of the materials 
in Hunt's safe. 

The only FBI interview that differed from the normal pattern 
was the interview of liiss Chenow. It was in fate June that )fiss 
Chenow's former roommate notified David Young and I believe 
also Bud Krogh that the FBI had been to see her and requested 
to know where )Iiss Chenow was. The former roommate had said 
that the agents had asked rubout a telephone listed in Miss 
Chenow's name. The roommate had informed the FBI that :.Miss 
Chenow was in London on vacation. David Young_ came to see 
Fielding and I and said that this girl could not know anything 
about the· "\Vatergate, but could cause the ·white House problems 
by inad,~ertently answering questions about the plumbers' oper
ation, where she had been employed, oand that the telephone had 
been listed in her name in connection :with the plumbers' oper
ation. l\Ir. Young. was verv concerned about Miss Chenow being 
caught off guard by an FBI agent. Accordingly, I notified Gray 
that we would make arrangements to have l\Iiss Chenow available 
to the agents in "\Yashington within a few days. · 

I discussed the problem, that Chenow could cause the "White 
House problems, with Ehrlichman and suggested that someone 
bring her back from London for the interview and explain to 
her that she should not get into Hunt's and Liddy's activities 
while at the 1'11ite House. Ehrlichman fully agreed and I called 
Fielding from Ehrlichman's office and told him he should be on 
the next plane to London to get the _girl. The two first-class round
trip tickets were paid for by the White House. There were two 
sets because Miss Chenow was provided transportation back to 
London. I informed Kehrli, who would not authorize such a trip 
on my word alone, that I had cleared this with Ehrlic'hman. I 
do not know if Kehrli himself checked with Ehrlichman or 
Haldeman. 'I believe it was on J ulv 2 that Fielding left for London 
and returned with l\Iiss Chenow -the next dav. He did have some 
problem because the address that had been gi,·en him was incor
rect. Fielding and Young briefed Miss Chenow when she came 
bac~ before her inten·iew, and Fielding and I were present when 
the FBI interviewed her. 

I will now turn to my first meetings with Mr. Gray, beginning on 
page 66 regarding the investigation. 

N°OTE.-lndented matter represents portions of :\fr. Dean's prepared statement which 
wer<? omitted or summarized In his presentation. 
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48. On July 5, 1972 at 5:54 p.m. Acting FBI Director Gray phoned 

Deputy CIA Director Walters and stated that, unless the CIA provided 

by the following morning a written rather than the verbal request to 

refrain from interviewing Manuel Ogarrio and Kenneth Dahlberg, the 

FBI would go forward with those interviews. At 10:05 a.m. on July 6, 

1972 Walters met with Gray and furnished Gray a memorandum indicating 

that the CIA had no interest in Ogarrio or Dahlberg. Gray then ordered 

that Ogarrio and Dahlberg be interviewed. At 10:51 a.m. Gray called 

Clark MacGregor, Campaign Director of CRP, who was with the President 

at San Clemente, California. Gray has testified that he asked MacGregor 

to tell the President that Gray and Walters were uneasy and concerned 

about the confusion during the past two weeks in determining whether 

the CIA had any interest in people whom the FBI wished to interview 

in connection with the Watergate investigation. Gray also has testified 

that he asked MacGregor to tell the President that Gray felt that people 

on the White House staff were careless and indifferent in their use of 

the CIA and FBI, that this activity was injurious to the CIA and the 

FBI, and that these White House staff people were wounding the President. 
~ 

MacGregor has denied both receiving this call and the substance of it as 

related by Gray, but has testified to receiving a call from Gray on 

another subject the previous evening or possibly that morning. {By 

letter of July 25, 1973 to Archibald Cox, J. Fred Buzhardt stated that 

the President's logs do not show any conversations or meetings between 

the President and Clark MacGregor on July 6, 1972. The President's 

log for that date shows meetings between the President and MacGregor 
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from 10:40 a.m. to 12:12 p.m., Pacific time.) At 11:28 a.m. the President 

telephoned Gray. Gray told the President that he and Walters felt that 

people on the President's staff were trying to mortally wound the Presi

dent by using the CIA and the FBI. The President responded by instructing 

Gray to continue to press ahead with the investigation. 
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the conflicts to date in CIA interest or not, and the compartmentaliza
tion alleged to exist in CIA. 

l\fr. Dean called at 2 :40 p.m. and I merely told him that I was in a 
meeting and that I would return his call. 

In this meeting I stated that I was not going to hold off any longer 
on this phase of our investigation at the request of anyone unless I 
received from CIA a written request not to interview Mr. Ogarrio 
and :Mr. Dahlberg. 

I returned Mr. Dean's call at 3 :59 p.m., and he called me again at 
4 :14 p.m. I believe it quite likely that in one of these phone calls I told 
l\[r. Dean that the FBI was going to interview Ogarrio and Dahlberg 
unless we had a writing from the CIA requesting that we not do so. 

On Wednesday, July 5, at 5:54 p.m., I telephoned Gem~ral Walters. 
l\fy contemporaneous notes of this call read as follows: . 

7-5--72 Wed-5 :55 p. 

TCT General Walters. 
(Dick Walters) 

1. I will need a request in writing rather than the verbal request to refrain 
from interviewing Ogarrio and Dahlberg because of CIA interest. 

2. Position of developing investigation indicates there is CIA involvement in 
that some of these men have been used by CIA in part and tbel'I~ is indication 
some are currently being used; there is the dollar chain either CL!. or political ; 
I do not want to uncover and surface a CIA national security o:pE1ration in pur
suing these leads, but I must for the record have in writing from CIA a request 
to refrain on the bal!lis of national security matters or I must proceed. 

3. He stated that he would respond not later than 10 a.m., tomoirrow. 
4. I said that I would order the interviews if I did not havEi the writings 

by 10 a.m. 

At the bottom of this telephone memorandum I have written "gave 
above info to J1VD, WMF, GWB, from 6 p to 6 :10 p.," and those men 
are Messrs. Dean, Felt, and Bates. 

At this point I would like to comment on General Walters' memo· 
randum of this phone call which I believe is in evidence before this 
committee. 

With respect to General Walters' statement that I told him that 
"the pressures" on me "to continue the investigation was great," I am 
quite certain that I did not so express myself. It is entirtily possible, 
however, that on the limited question of the alleged impact of the 
investigation on CIA/national security matters, the only topic Gen· 
eral 1Valters and I were discussing, I may have expressed the thought 
that the leads to Messrs. Ogarrio and Dahlberg were clear and that 
their interviews were a necessity which only the clearest expression of 
national security interest should prevent and that the FBI, for the 
sake of its own integrity, would refrain from conducting the inter• 
views only if we received such a written request from the 'CL\.. 

With respect to General Walters' statement that "he [Gray] had 
talked to .Tohn Dean," while I have no specific recollection of telling 
General Walters that I had talked to John Dean, it is entirely likely 
that I did tell General 'Walters that I had informed Mr. Dean that 
the FBI was going to interview Messrs. Ogarrio and Dahlberg unless 
we had a writing from the CIA requesting that we not do so. 
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On Thursday, July 6, 1972, I met with General 1Yalters in my office. 
I remember that he delivered to me the writing that I requested and I 
remember that it indicated the CIA had no intere:,,--t in Ogarrio or 
Dahlberg. After reading the document, I concluded that there was no 
reason for us to not interview Messrs. Ogarrio and Dahlberg. 11'11en 
General vV" alters departed my office at about 10 :25 a.m. or 10 :30 a.m., 
I ordered the interviews of Ogarrio and Dahlberg immediately .. 

My rec.ollection of the conversation with General ·walters at this 
meeting differs with his in several respects. 

My principal recollection is his preoccupation with the fact that he 
was unable to give me a writing stating that there was a OJA interest 
in Ogarrio and Dahlberg and his telling me ithat he would resign if he 
were asked or directed to give me such a writing. He reported this 
thought to me several times during our conversation. . 

I recall that General Walters indicated a feeling of irritation and 
resentment at the extent to which White House aides had im·oked 
themseh-es in the question of CIA interest but I do not recallhis ~h·ing 
me any details and I have absolutely no recollection of his disclosing 
to me that he had been instructed to bring a false report to me. I asked 
for no details. 

I, too, was concerned and disturbed at the contradictory reports I 
had been receiving from Director Helms, Mr. Dean, and General 1Val
ter,s with respect fo CIA. interest and at the abrupt cancellation by 
Mr. Ehrlichman of the meeting I had scheduled with Director Helms 
and General Walters on June 28. I undoubtedly so expressed myself 
to General ,v alters. 

My recollection is that he and I then engaged in a general discussion 
of the credibility and position of our respeotive institutions in our 
society and of the need to insure that this was maintained. Toward the 
end of the conversation, I recall most vividly that General Walters 

L
leaned back in the. red m·erstuffed leather chair in which he was sitting,. 
put his hands behind his head and said that he had come into an inher
itance and was not concerned about his pension, and was not going to 
let "these kids" kick him around any more. 

"\Ve stood up together as he prepared to leave. I cannot recall which 
one of us suggested ithat we ought to call the President to tell him of 
this confusion and uncertainty that had been encountered in determin
ing CIA interest or no CIA. interest. I believe it was General ,valters 
who suggested it first, because I can firmly recall saying to him, "Dick, 
you should call the President, you know him better than I." I believe 
he said, "No, I think you should because these are persons that FRI 
wishes to interview." We did not settle on who, if anyone, would make 
such a call and General 1Valters left. 

At this point I would like to comment on some aspects of General 
1Valters' memorandum of our mee-tingof July 6. 

(a} ,vith respect to General 1Valters' assertion in paragraph 1 that 
•'in all honesty I-1Valters-could not tell him to cease future ill\-esti
gations on the grounds that it would compromise the security interests 
of the United States. Even less so could 'l write him a letter to this 
effect." 

We did not at any time discuss a curtailment of the entire irivestiga
tion. In our telephone conversation on July 5 I had asked him specifi
cally about Messrs. Ogarrio and Dahlberg and had said to him that in 
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General WALTERS. I think so, but I would just like to state Agency 
involvement could not be hidden because the Cubans could not be 
sustained. I should have corrected Mr. Dean at this point and said· 
this was not what I was meaning. I was advancing a theory, but I 
did not correct him. 

Mr. DASH. You have read your memorandum and I have an exact 
copy of the memorandum here. I would like to show it to you-dated 
,June 29 covering your meeting with Mr. Dean on June 28-and ask 
you to look at it and indicate if this is a copy. 
· General WALTERS. Yes, it is. 

:Mr. DASH. 1\Ir. Chairman, may I have this memorandum marked 
as an exhibit and received in evidence? 

Senator ERv1:-.. It will be appropriately numbered as an exhibit 
and received in evidence as such. 

[The document referred to was marked exhibit No. '132.*] 
)Ir. DASH. Did you receive, General ·waiters, a call from :Mr. Gray 

on July 5? 
General WALTERS. Yes. 
Mr. DASH. 1972 i 
General WALTERS. Yes, Mr. Dash, I did. At 5 :50 in the evening. 
:Mr. DASH. Could you tell us briefly what that call was about? 
General WALTERS. I believe that Mr. Gray said to me at this point 

that the pressures were mounting to continue the investigation and 
that unless he received a written letter from ::\Ir. Helms or from me 
to the effect that the further pursuit of this investigation in .:Mexico 
would uncover CIA assets or activities he would have to go .ahead with 
the investigation. I did not wish to discuss this with :Mr. Gray over the 
telephone. I told him I would come down and see him the first thing the 
next morning. This was at the end of the business day. It was at 5 :50 
in the evening. 

Mr. DASH. Did you go down the next morning and see him? 
General WALTERS. Yes, I did. . 
Mr. DAsH. ,v ould you briefly t{lll the committee what. the nature of 

your conversation was with Mr. Gray at that time~ 
General vVALTERs. I told Mr. Gray right at the outset that I could 

not tell him and even less could I give him a letter saying that the pur
suit of the FBI's investigation would in any way jeopardize CIA 
activities in Mexico. I told him I had to be quite frank with him. I re
counted the meeting with l\fr. Haldeman, Mr. Ehrlichman. I told him 
that I had seen Mr. Dean on three occasions, that I had told .Mr. Gray 
what Mr. Dean had told me. Mr. Gray seemed quite disturbed by this, 
and we both agreed that we could not allow our agencies to be used in 
a way that would be detrimental to their integrity. . 

Since I am discussing what someone else said I would like to refer 
here to my memorandum. Now this memorandum. unlike the others was 
written, I believe, on the same day that I saw Mr. Gray. 

:\fr. DAsu. Yes, would you refer to your memorandum and read 
what you want from it i 

General 1VALTERS. I think basically this was it, I said I could not 
gi rn him a letter to this effect. I could not tell him this and I could not 
gi rn him a letter to the effect that further inYestigation would com
promise assets of the CIA. He said he understood this. He himself had 
tol<l Ehrliehm:111 and Haldeman that he could not possibly suppress 
t IH' in ,·estigat1on in the matter; eYen within the FBI there were leaks. 

•See p. 3S19. 
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He had called in the components of his field office and chewed them 
out for these leaks. I said the only basis on which he and I could deal 
was absolute frankness and I wished to recount my involvement in 
the case. I told him of a meeting at the White House with ~Ir. Helms. 
1 did not mention Haldeman or Ehrlichman 's name. I told him that 
I had been directed to tell him that the investigation of this case 
further in :Mexico could compromise some CIA activities. Subse
quently, I had seen Mr. Dean, the White House counsel, and told 
him that whatever the current unpleasant implications of the '\Vater
gate were that to implicate the Agency would not serve the President, 
would enormously increase the risk to the President. I had a long 
association with the President, and was desirous as anyone of protect
i.n.g him. I did not believe that .a letter from the Agency asking the 
FBI to lay off this investigation on the spurious ~rounds that it would 
uncover covert operations would serve the President. 

Such a letter in the current atmosphere of Washington would 
become known and could be frankly electorally mortal. I said quite 
frankly~ I would write such a letter only on direction from the Presi
dent and only after explaining to him how dangerous I thought his 
action would be to him, and if I were really pushed on this matter 
I would be prepared to resign. Mr. Gray thanked me for my frankness. 
He said he could not suppress this investigation within .the FBI. He 
had told Mr. Kleindienst this, he had told Mr. Ehrlichman and Mr. 
Haldeman that he would prefer to resign, but that his resignation 
would raise many questions. It would be detrimental to the President's 
interest. He did not see why he or I should jeopardize the integrity 
of our organization to protect some middle-level "White House :figure 
who had acted imprudently. He was prepared to let this go to Ehrlich
man, to Haldeman, or to Mitchell. He felt it was important that the 
President should be protected from his would-be protectors. He had 
explained to Dean as well as to Haldeman and Ehrliclunan; he had 
explained this. . 

Finally, I said that if I were directed to write a letter to him saying 
the future investigation of this case would jeopardize the security of 
the United States in covert operations of the Agency I would ask to 
see the President and explain to him the di&:.~rvice I thought this 
would do to his interest. The potential danger to the President of such 
a course far outweighed any protective aspects it might have for other 
figures in the White House and I was quite prepared to resign on this 
issue. Mr. Gray said this was a very awkward matter for this to come 

Lup at the outset of our tenure, he looked forward to good relations 
between our two agencies, thanked me for my frankness and that 
-was it. 

Mr. DAsH. I would like to show you a copy we have of your memo
randum of July 6, covering your meet,ing on July 6 and ask you if this 
appears to be a correct copy. 

General 1V ALTERS. Yes ; it does. 
Mr. DASH. Mr. Chairman, may we haxe this exhibit marked and 

received in evidence . 
. S_enaTtor ERVIN. This memorandum was pre,·ionsly marked as ex-

h1b1t No. 97* and is already part of the record. . 

•see Book 7, p. 2913. 
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EXHIBfl' No. 97 

6 July 1972 

MEMORANDUM FOR RECORD 

At 1005 on 6 July I saw Acting FBI Director L. Patrick Gray at bi• 
office. We were alone during our conversation., I handed him the 
Memorandum which is attached and said that it covered the entire 
relationabip bet,Ren the Watergate suspect• and the Agency. In all 
honesty I could not tell him to cease future investigations on the 
grom:lda that it would compromise the security interests of the U.S. 
Even leea .o could I write him a letter to this effect. He said that be 
fl1lly mlderatood this. He· himaelf bad told Ehrlichman and Haldemaa 
that he could not poasibly suppress the investigation of thia matter. 
Even within the FBI there were leaks. He had called in the compcment9 
of hie Field Office in Washington and "chewed them out" on tbia ca
because information had leaked into the preH concerning the Watergate 
Case which only they had. 

I said that the only basia on which he and I could deal waa abeolute 
frankneas and I Vfished to recount my involvement in. this case. I aaid 
that I had been cilled to·the White House with Director Helms and had 
seen two senior staff assistants. (I specifically did not name Haldeman 
and Ehrlichman.) I said that we had been told that iitii'i.a caae were 
investigated further, it would lead.to some awkward places, and I had 
been directed (the implication being that the President had directed 
this although it was not specifically stated) to go to Acting Director Gray 
and fell him that if this investigation were pursued further, it could uncowr 
some ongoing covert operations of the Agency. I had done this. 
Subsequently, I had seen Mr. Dean. the White House Counsel, and told 
him that whatever the current unpleasant implications of the Watergate 
Case were,that to implicate the Agency would not serve the President 
but would enormously increase the risk to the President. I had a long 
association with the President and was as desirous as anyone of 
protecting him. I did not believe that a letter from the Agency askini 
the FBI to lay off this investigation on the spurious grounds that it 
would uncover covert·operations would serve the President. Such a 
letter in the current atmosphere of Washington would become known 
prior to election day and what was now a minor wound could beccnne a 
mortal wound. I said quite frankly that I would write such a letter 
only on direction from the President and only after explaining to him 
how dangeroue I thought euch an action would be to him and that, if 1· 
were really pushed on thie matter, .1 would be prepared to reaip. ·· 
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Gray thanked me for my frankness and said that this opened the 
way for fruitful cooperation between us. He would be frank with me 
too. He could not auppreas this investigation within the FBI. He 
had told Kleindienst this. He .had told Ehrlichman and Haldeman 
that he would prefer to resign, but his resignation would raise =-ny 
questions that would be detrimental to the President' a interests. He 
did not see why he or I should jeopardize the integrity of our 
organizations to protect some middle -level White House figure who 
had acted imprudently. He was prepared to let this go to Ehrlichman,. 
to Haldeman, or to Mitchell for that matter. He felt it important 
that the President should be protected from his would-be protector•. 
He had ex.plained this to Dean as well as to Haldeman and Ehrlic::hman. 
He said he was anxious not to talk to Mitchell because he was afraid 
that at his confirmation hearings he would be asked whether he had 
t:a.lke1i to Mitchell about the Watergate Case and he wished to be in a 
position to reply negatively. He said he would like to talk to the 
President about it but he feared that a request from him to see the 
President would be misinterpreted by the media. I said that if 1 were. 
directed to write a letter to him saying that future investigation of 
this case would jeopardize the security of the U.S. and covert opera• 
tions of the Agency, I would ask to see the President and ex.plain to 
him jhe di1111ervice I thought this would do to his interests. The 
potential danger to the President of such a course far outweighed 
any protective aspects it might have for other figures ill the White 
House and I was quite prepared to resign myself on this issue. 
Gray said he understood this fully and hoped 1 would stick to my gun•. 
I assured him I would. 

~Gray then said that though this was an awkward question, -our 
mutual franlmesa had created a basis for a new and happy relation
ship between our two Agencies. I said the Memorandum I had given 
him described in detail the exact measure of Agency involvement or 
non-invelvement in this case, including information on Dahlberg and 
Daguerre. 

He tha!lked me again for my franlme1111 and confidence and 
repeated that he did not believe that he could sit on this matter and 
that the fac::ts would come out eventually. He walked me to the door. 

Vernon A. ·waltera 
Lieutenant General, USA 

2 
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EXHIBIT No. 142 

6 July 1972 

..\l-r .. ,_-_.. __ ,~ · _ n. ____ . l 
J.!r .. Rrs.-.1 ___ ._ 

1 
)lr.Jt .... ..r ---- ~ 
'.\fr. n:,'>•.p ----- r 
t.h·. J.h!l.-r, i-::L. _ t 
):r. CaN~'lt:,n ___ ! 
J.tr. C::~pu ___ : - l 
Ur. c,,::ra-1 ---- I 
)Ir. »~lh.•y ... -··· 
~rr. Clc~c!.;!1!1__ i 
)fr. r,.,nl!r -~ 6 

l\lr. !'!:.tl'S -- i 

MEMORANDUM FOR: The Acting Director 
l(.r. W,,;brt..-. -.1. )fr. w .. I:.rr.11~-
llr~- S -~;:.l's ___ _ 

Tole. r.~- ---

SUBJECT 

Fc.Jeral Bt1rc.1u of Investigation 

Information rrov'ided the Federal Bureau -
of Investigation Regarding the Watergate 
Incident · 

1. As a result of our conversation of 5 July, I would 
like to su;:imarize the infoxnation ,1hich has been provided to 
you by the Agency in memorandum form (attention Mr. Arnold 
Parham) since the fhst series of memoranda on the subject 
beginning 20 June. 

2. On 20 June separate memorandums were sent to you 
concerning Messrs. Frank Anthony Sturgis, Eugenio Rolando 
~lar,tinez Careaga, Bernard L. Earl,er and Virgilio Gonzales. 
The papers 'detailed available info_rmation on the subjects. 
We said that Nr. Frank Anthony Sturgis had never been re
cruited by the Agency, that he ,,-as a soldier of fortune but 
that he had been associated 1dth an ,\gency ~ontact, J.lr. 
Eugenio Rolando Martinez Can:!aga, since the early sixties. 

·Their rcJ .:tic,nship uas built on a mut\!al interest in C•.1ban 
exile activities. Mr. f.lartinez was recruited..,;cin January 1961 
and has performed a variety of tasks for the Agency on Cuban 
matters up until June of this year. · He has been on· a $100.00 
a mon·th retainer since 1969. Hr .• MarUnez is a business 
associa·te of Nr. · Bernard B:ukcr··· in a 1-eal estate firm in Miami. 
Mr. Barker was a regular contact of. the federal Bureau C>f. 
Investigation in Cuba ,.-hen turncc~ o,·er to the Agency in mid-
1959. He was used as a source of infonnation in Cuba until 
evacuated in early 1960. He ,-:as hired by the Agency in 1960 
for work among exile groups and was terninated by the Agency 
on 31 July 1966. No Agency contact has been maintained 1'ith 
hin: since that date. A thorough investigation of our files 
at Hc;;,clquarters and by our Station in Mim,ti has failed to· 
turn up any information regaTding Mr .• Gonzales' connection 
with any Agency personnel or Agency-sponsored activities. 
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:;. In tHo r.ic::1ora:-i<la on 21 Jur,c- \W info.-1:10.! you of our 
ra ln ti on:;!, ip ,d th the ·• Co::i:7:iny 3ilu the 

· . Co1·po,n::.io;.. "f},r.i utili,zation of 
Conp:rny cbtcs !,:id; tu June· l!J,,3. :,r. h:t5 

provide.:! ccrt;-iin !;Cl\~i~i\'o cover- surport ovcr:;eas for Azcncy 
cnployC'cs, In ;1d<lition, :-ll", 1;a~ involve.! in the 
formation of tho Cubai; f-rcc<lo.i f.cn:::iittec, -- :in activity 
tc1•11iu:1tc<l several yu:n·s ago, As of l ;-:ay 117() :~r. Evcrctto 
JloHard ilun t. 11h<l h;id j\l ... t rct i:-cd fror.! the .\~ency, 1:,ce:i;;<i n 
lceiti:::ato ccrloycc of ::r. i-f;11lcc.~. I:1 Joly 1971 ~!r. Hunt 
inforiuctl the A;.cncy he hnd hccn as·si~ncd to -the tihitc House 
Staff hut continued "to tlovot•:: part of hi:; tii:.c to tha 
Comp:my. iho C:orpo:r:tticn is .i client or the 

Co:9:,~,nr. is ;l:ruvidin; c:crt:i in cover 
St1?port: t:o tno Agonc; ~s:;ots overseas. Over the years sixt:r.cn 
officio.ls :of havt>e o:!1:n cleared on ccrt::iin .:,,s,ccts. 
of our interc,ts. ·i:1~y have no.: been infor.:ic:<l. oE our use 0£ 
the Coi:;pany. Alsc on Zl .June, in rcsponso to 
n vorhnl rcqu~.st: of 20 June, we i~for.:tcd you tl!:i.t ll check of our 
rocor<ls disc.lose<l no rcco:;d of ,\:;e~cy .involvcr-cmt with the 

· ,\s~oci:ition of :,:ition:.l ,,,dvc:r.:iscr~ or the ,;oi.ds •• ••. 

4. In n scp::1ra tc i'lc::iornr...iur.i on 21 Jane tfe ndvi:sed y~u 
that: --ac-rcvic:r of th() duties .ind .i.:;:;ii:;m:i~nts of :,!r. Jame, 
:,kConl p.-ovi<lol no ir.clicJ.tion tha.t ho \la:; involvccl in Cul:t'ln 
:.i:ittcr:; nncl tr.at he v.is =1ot a3:.ir;n·1..l to the iia, of rii-. 
o;rnr;ition. iic state:~, J:011cvcr; th:it he Pif,ht haV.? dcvoloped 
pcr:;onal nct 111aintancc:; 1thic:1 a."a not recorded in. official 
personnel and .:;ccu-r l t, rcco-.-<l:J. t:11 i::1vc no inforr.::i. t lon 
,c.'!.trtlinf; Hr. l!cCor<l's .1ctivitics .:ith Cu!.J:m c:xilo:.1 slnco his 
rctircri()nt. \i,~ intlic.1tc<l in th.:: ::.!n~ r.taoorantlu~ th.1t. a:; an 
A;:c:1c:;r cr1ployco, ~,.-. Hunt Y.n!i ir.volv~i.!. in opel'Jtion,11 ac'tivitios 
re l;i tinr: to La tin !\r.icric:rn coun tr ic!l." :in,l \las 1:nO!-tTt to l.:!.Ve hasl 
:;o:::t? tir.:~ tQ nr. n:..rl.cr. In ::. scpa-.·:itc :r.cr:or:imlu::1 nf 27 June 
ru;!;ir<linr. !·Ir. Hunt, \JC inforr.1cd yo•.1 a.hou: the i::.s1J:1nco of tho 
nlia:i, E<l,;aru V. 1l;11~ilton, to !l-r. ,iu:-:t on 3:l Scr,t<mhcr 1!)60. 
This. alia:; W:!.S sub.sc~u~nt::.y used !7, ?!;.-. Hu::it f-or scvcn1l 
dr ivors liccn:;es. ~ie r,-.-ov irll?.l addit.icmal in£0,m:1 tion on 
thi; subject in :i. ?11<!:;oi.·anclu.::i of S July :tnd l&lso rr:;:ortt!d. tha.t 
titQrC is no inforr.1:ition in o..ir files to tlte effect: th:it ~ir. 
Hunt \1;1s hsucd a Social Sccu."ity C::ird or Insm:-::.nco Polic:, 
bo;irinz .:ho n111.iu tchta;-d. J. or ii'1.va.-J. J~set1h Ua~ili:on. 
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S. rurthc-i·. n ;:i,::,.;or::ntlu;1 \t.:ls s::nt to you O:'I. 'Z7 Juns 
r'.J:;1r<lin~ pcri~hcral ,\,)i:?ilC}' cc.1.tt,ct ;,i::ll an c:-.·co;"loyc-c: 
of :1r. ,J:;r,c~ :ic(or.d, 0;10 :.:-;-. _ 

. 'Ir, wa:; u:;,:.I by ti.is ,\icacy :t~ :; tra!lsl<1tor <lurj11~ 1:h~ 
porio,! ju:w 1%:J to June 1971. l!e has hnd no affilfo.d.on 
1;i th the /,.t:cncy since th:lt t.i~.1e other t.h;m a ;,'!r~on;il 
n~l:ttions:~iµ 1;it!; 11 currt:?:1t A1~cncy Ci,1iJloyeo. One au.lltion:ll 
J1l~:,1ora11<l1m ,,a:; p,ov.icl<!ll you Q,1 S Jul, rc:.ar,lin: a Ur. 

H)io ,~or!:cd for tlw A:;-~r.cr a:; :i. ·contrnct l;;Jployec 
fro::1 J:tnu:rry l96S 1...ltil his rctir.::!1.,cut on 9 i\U7.ltst 1!>71.. Cur 
Office of Pcr:;onr:cl r~forrccl i!r. to ;.icCord .. ~l'sociato» 
for (:HJj'lloyr:iont u;,on rctircL'lcnt. · Ii.) su:ir;sittcd 3 !oro.il 
opplico.tion out tleci<lcrl to :acci;,p.; 01:1r,lo)·m~n-t clsct,hero. 

(i. In :idtlition to tl:e .,t,o.-e citi:?d nc;;:oranc!a and · several 
lc:;:;cr itc::i:; of infomation proYidcd tdcphonicall7 -to :!r. · 
~rnold L. P:irha~ of your Alexan~ria office, the ~ircctor of 
Central Intcllir,cncc infon1e<l you orall:,, 0:1 -27 ,June rci.irdia~ 
inf~,r::intion ilV-'!ila:il.l to us on )tr. :!.,nucl ll5:1rrio il:1gucrre, .a 
~lc:cicnn. n:itional '!-:ho h;i:; officGs loc.:itetl i~ the sa::.e building 
as the Danco . In cc;;::i:icional of ii~:-:ico Ci t.y. In s!.ort. Hr. 
Manuel Or,arrio il:i.5ucrrc bas not hilJ any o;ier:iticn:11 c~mtacts 
•d th this A!!cncy. Cn ia J:.i::io ~!,c Director oi: Central 
Intcl'l igcnco al:;•> inio.r.:e.l you orally rc;;udin~ our in:Eormatio~ 

.co;;ccrninJ 1-lr. ;:cr.neth l!o.rry Onhll.Jcri:. -r:vJ -last recorded -
contact of tho ,l\_;;cncy ~ith :.ir, [};tlilbcrz \las ln H~y 15161. 

7. tiur Office of Sccurit1 b in frequent contnc:t 11ith 
1!10.::hcrs of your st.aif i:\ connect.ion \ti th thu invcstir,.itiuns ' 
you oro conuu<;tin~. 'i·;'lo a~ovo info .r::~tio:l is for your US9 

only Qnd should not ho '1iss~:iin.itoil outsido yo\lr B~roa11. 

Venion A. 'Wal tors 
, Liouto;i;:mt C~ncr.il U.S.A • 

.A~ting Diroc:1:or 
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Mr. LIF.BENGOOD. In retros~e~t, would it be ~our political opinion 
that a coverup was a prereqms1te to the reelection of the . President? 
In other words, do you feel now that the President's candidacy could 
have withstood an early disclosure by, perhaps, l\fr. Magruder, )fr. 
Dean, or Mr. Mitchell? 

l\f r. l\fAcGREGOR. Had there been, in the week following the appre
hension of the burglars, a disclosure of the facts that have been brought 
out by this committee, it would, in my opinion, ha Ye been temporarily 
but severely damaging to the President's reelection campaign. Instead 
of a 17- to 25-point margin over Senator McGoYern in mid-July. my 
guess is that that :margin would have shrunk to perhaps five points. 
It is my opinion that by the time of the election, in light of other events 
that transpired, we would have been no worse off, vote,vise, than we 
were. 

But the important thing is that the · President's hopes and dreams 
that he outlined to me in his office late on the afternoon of .Tune 30 
that he hoped to accomplish in his second term, as the country looked 
forward to its 200th anniversary, would not have been so severely 
damaged as they have been now. 

Mr. LIEBEXGOOD. Thank you, Mr. :MacGregor. I have no further 
questions. 

Senator ERVIN. Senator Weicker. n Senator vVEICKER. Mr. MacGregor, let t.1s get into the subject of the 
Pat Gray phone call of .Tuly 6. I wonder if you would give to this 
om.mittee your version of that particu lar event. 

· Mr. MAcGREGoR. To my best recollection, the call was made early 
in the morning of July 6 at ,vashington; was received by me at the 
Newporter Inn at Newport Beach, Calif., shortly before 11 p.m., 
California time, ,Tuly 5. I have been asked, could I be mistaken in 
my recollection that the call came in just before my wife and I 
retired and could it have been shortly after we woke up the next 
morning? I suppose it is possible that my recollection is incorrect. 
But it is my recollection, Senator, that the call did come to me in 
the motel room or suite that my wife and I were occupying at the 
Newporter Inn just before we retired on the evening of July 5. 
· In any event, the call that Mr. Gray made to me was no different 

from the calls that I had been receiving at the rate of 50 or 60 or 70 
a day during the preceding 5 days from people whom I knew, even 
those whom I knew slightly, who were kind enough to call and say, 
"Congratulations," and offer opinions and make recommendations 
about the campaign. 

My recollection is that Mr. Gray did, very graciously, compliment 
me on my being appointed director and that he indicated to me 
that he was concerned about the impact on the campaign of the 
W aterO'ate matter. . 

I tofd him I shared his concern. It is my recollection that he said 
it is a serious matter, and I said, "As a lawyer, Pat, I recognize that 
it is a serious matter. Breaking and entering is a felony and felonies 
are indeed serious matters." 

He ~aid, . as I recall, that it will damage the President in the 
cam pa um. · 

I said, "Yes, it will." 
Then he said, "It will damage him more seriously than you realize." 
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A11d it is my recollection that at that time, I indicated to him: 
"Yes; I know 1t will damage him. It damaged him in the first press 
conference I held earlier today in \Yashington," before my wife and 
I flew to southern California at the President's request. But I said to 
him: "Pat, I will be back in my home in ·w ashington tomorrow eve
ning, because my wife and I are coming back on the nonstaff after
noon flight from Los .Angeles to Dulles; we will be at home tomorrow 
evening; I will be in my office on Friday morning." 

It is my recollection, Senator, that he spoke exclusfrely pertaining 
to Watergate, as to the campaign, and the extent to which it would 
hurt the campaign. It is not my recollection that he talked in any 
sense about "wound." If he had used the word "wound" to me, it 
seems to me that that word would stick in my mind and I would 
ask him to explain it. 

He did not, to my recollection, mention the CIA. to me. He did 
not mention the FBI. He did not mention General 1Yalters. Dick 
Helms, ,John EhrJichman, ,Tohn Dean, or·Bob Haldeman. He did indi
cate great concern. There was · agitation in his voice. He repeated 
himself. And that is the substance of my recollection. I frankly 
expected to hear more from him when we returned to "\Vashington 
the next night. We did not do so. 

Senator "\VEICKER. Did he ask you to convey his thoughts to the 
President? 

Mr. MAcGREGOR. No; not according to my recollection. In any 
event, I did not do so. There was nothing about the content of his 
call to me; there was nothing unusual at all, except for the hour. 
It was similar to a great many other calls that I was.receiving from 
people in Government, · froi;1 Governors, Senators. Congressmen, 
national committeemen. committeewomen, and State chairmen. He 
may have had some complaints about "\'\-11ite House aides. There would 
not have been anything unusual about that. In my position as coun
selor to the President for con~ressio1lA! relations, I got daily com
plaints about "\Vhite House aides. .ffllfct' he may have made some 
complaints to me about 1\-nite House aides of a general nature. 

But he did not request me to call the President-did not rcql\est 
me to speak to the President. I did not call the President; I did not 
speak to the President about this. I guess my testimony is about that. 

Senator 1V"EICKER .. That is what I would like to get into. Let us 
assume for the minute that your recollection is correct; that it was 
very late on the evening of the 5th when you received the call. 1Vould 
you n01mally expect the Director of the FBI J:o call up the Republican 
campaign director in the wee hours of the morning-or the late 

.• II evenmg. 
Mr. ~facGREGOR. No. 
Senator 'lVEICKER. ·would that not raise a question in your mind 

as to why such a call came through then? Let us assume the time 
factor that you set forth. 

l\fr. l\facGnEoon. It did. But I expected when I next heard from 
him. I would learn more about that. 

Senator 1YEW1rnn. Did you luwe any other communication at all 
with Pat. Gray dnring the course of the campaign in this sense of the 
word, asi_de from the normal occurrences of meeting? 
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Mr. l\facGRF..oon. No, Senator; I had no :further com·ersations or 
contacts with Mr. Gray. . . ··· 

Senator "\VEICKER. Now, I wonder if you would comment on the 
repo1t issuecl by the House Armed Services Committee on October 
23 of this year. I am referring to page 21. In the committee report, 
it states that Mr. Ehrlichman's testimony indicates that the Presi
dent called Mr. Gray at the "strong urging" of Mr. )IacGregot beeause 
of Mr. Gray's concern over the FBI role in the W'atergate im·estiga- . 
tion, and after the call ,-the President had a "lingering do,ibt:' that 
there was some CIA "exposure," despite assur,mces to the contrary. 
Yet, in his May 22, 1973, public ,v atergate statement, the P1·esident 
said, and I now quote the Pre$ident's May 22 statement: · 

On July 6, 1972, I telephoned the Acting Director of the FBI. L. Patrick Gray, 
to congratulate him on the successful handlfng of a hi·Jacking of n Pacific South
west Airlines plane the previous day. During the conversation, lir. Grny dill· 
cussed with me the progress of the Watergate investigation. 

The committee report then continues: 
Mr. Ehrlicbman's testimony in that regard is pertinent. 

I am now quoting from that testimony: 
Mr. NEDzI. But the call was prompted by MacGregor's request? 
Mr. EBBLlCIIMAN. By MacGregor's conveying a request from Gmy to t~ 

President. · · 
Mr. NEDZI. Or a call? 
Mr. EB&LICHMAN. Yes. 
Mr. NEDZI. Are you acquainted with the President's statement which he made 

onMay22? . · 
Mr. EHRUCBM.AN. I have read it, yeg. . .. 
Mr. NEoz1, Does his account square completely with your account of that 

conversation? · · 
llr. EBRLICHMAN. I do not believe it does. 
Mr. NEDZI. I did not think it did. I was just wondering whether you recognized 

that fact. 
Mr. EHRLICHMAN. I do. I think the drafter of that statement did not have 

the advantage I bad of my verbatim notes of the conversations-I say verbatim
I take substantially verbatim notes of my conversations \\ith the President. 

Now, in light of what is :Mr. Gray's recollection in his testimony 
'before this committee of having called you and having given sub~ 
stantially the same facts which-albeit there might be ,vorcls left 
out, but certainly the import of his message-in light of his testi
mony before this committe.e and in light of Mr. Ehrlichman!s testi
mony before the House Armed Services Committee, are you absolutely 
certain that you in nowise were in contract either with the President 
or possibly the President's staff relative to this particular matter? 

Mr. ~'IAcGREooR. Yes. And may I say, Senator, that as a lawyer 
listening to your reading of the transcript of hearings before a con
gressional committee, I am impressed · once again with the wisdom 
and the. importance of the ban on hearsay evidence, because one is. or 
would be in a court of law, at the mercv of someone wl10 said, "Jack 
told me that Bill said this." or ",fock folcl me t11at Harry clicl tl1is." 
Once again, we understand the wisdom of our sytsem of justice in 
which we ban hPal'SaY testimony ns credible evidence. · 

l\fi#!ht I say also, bt>cause · I think it. is important, "lfr. Chairman 
aml thC' members of this committcC', I I1ave bC'en a(h·iSC'd tlmt the 
records of this committC'e show tlrnt there was no telephone call from 
Clark l\facGregor to PresidC'nt Nixon on the morning of .Tuly 6, 19i2. 
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I am further advised, and I believe yon didn:t go into this question 
with l\fr. Butterfield, that those records of incoming calls to the Presi
dent and outgoing calls from the President are rigidly accurate. 

I think it would be of interest to this committee to know that 3 
weeks ago today, the President of the United States said, "Clark, 
yon did not mention the Pat Gray matter to me on ,July 6." 

Senator \VEICKER. 1Vell, what was the nature of tlmt conversa
tion? 1Vhy would this come across in a conversation between you 
and the President~ 

Mr. l\facGREGOR. I was, along with others, attending a Presidential 
conference pn export trade expansion at the \Vhite House on Octo:. 
her 11. That program was put together primarily by Secretary of 
Commerce Fred Dent, with the assistance of Secretary of the Treasury 
George Schultz, and other officials of the Government. The Presi
dent concluded that all-afternoon conference; which was dedicated 
to ways in which the Government and business could promote trade 
and thus produce more jobs. The President concluded the confer
ence and then he held a receiving line. He asked people to go through 
the receiving line. 

I did; and while going through the receiving line, he told me that 
I have just testified to. 

Senator WEICKER. You mean in going through a receiving line-the 
President of the United States turns to you while you are going 
through a receiving line and says, "Clark, I didn't talk to you on July 
6." Is that the nature of the conversation i 

l\fr. MACGREGOR. Apparently, someone had brought to his atten
tion-not I-but someone had brought to his attention t.he-Ehrlich
man assertions or the Gray assertions. I don't know what led to this, 
Senator. But the President assured me that mv recollection was cor-
rect and squared with his. -

Senator 1VEICKER. '\Veil, how long was this conversation with the 
President? 

Mr. MACGREGOR. "What conversation with the President i 
Senator ,VEICKER. The conversation with the President in the receiv

ing line. Wbat was the date of that, again~ 
Mr. l\fAcGREGOR. Between 1 or 2 minutes on October 11; 3 weeks ago 

today in the. late afternoon-covered by the press. I don't think the 
p1·ess overheard the President talking to me. but if you are questioning 
mv veracitv, Senator-- · 

·senator 1VE1c1.:ER. No, I am not questioning it at all. I am trying to 
get the facts. l\fr. l\facGregor. 

:Mr. l\facGREGOR. I am giving you tl1e facts, Senator. 
S~nator ,vE1c1rnR. I appreciate that and 1rnnt you to go aliend and 

contmne to answer the question. 
On October 11, some 2 or 3 months. I guess. after the testimony given · 

before this committee ·by Mr. Gray. the President. on .his initiative, 
merelv made the statement to vou that he <lid not call vou on ,Tnlv 6. 

l\fr.~ MAcGmmoR. I am not J)rivy to what led the P1:esident to intro
duce that subject anrl I don't think it would be helpful for me to 
specn late as to why he did. 

Senator ,vF.1cK.F.R. I understand that. All I am trvinir to do is !!et 
the gist. of this 1- or 2-minnte conversation, which r·thii1k both ofus 
will agree 1s not. hearsay evidence, as yon have complained about to this 
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committee alreacly-wf' ·will :ret back to that-wlrnt the gist of that 
conversation was and who raised the subject·? 

l\[r. l\facGmmon. Do you wish me to repeat what I said? 
Senator "\V1m:m-:n. T would. 
l\fr. l\L\cGRl:non. I can't be any more explicit. 
Senator "\V},ICRF.R. To sav. "T dicl not talk to you on .Tulv 611-that 

is neither a conversation nor is it of 2 minutes' duration. ·,vas there 
anything further in that coin-ersation 1 

l\f r. l\facG1rnaori. Oh. yes; the Presidc>nt asked about my health and 
about my wife and children. I did the same to him. I told him I thought 
it had been an excellent conference; that his Cabinet officers and snb
Cabinet officers aml Ambassador Eberle had flone an excellent job. 
and there was give and take. 

Senator "\YmcKF.R. But that was the only mention made either by 
you or by him as to the conversation of ,July 6, just the simpl-e state
ment by the President, "I did not talk to you on ,July 6." 

Mr. l\fAcGREGOR. I am sure I responded that I had been achised by' 
the legal staff that the Presidential telephone records confirmed his 
recollection and mine. I think that was my response. . 

May I say, Senator, I ham never called the Preside11t of the United 
States after 10 :30 at night or before H :30 in the morning. The nature 
of my work for the President is counselor to the President for con
gressional relations. The nature of mY job from July 3 onward through 
the election was that there was no emergency that ernr justifiecl my 
calling the President at an unusual hour. 

Senator "\YEICKER. "\Yell, of conrse, that is not exactly so, )fr. l\Iac
Gregor. Can you remember when you talked to the President. on 
,June 29, just prior to accepting the job of heading up the Committee 
To Re-Elect the President? 

Mr. l\fAcGnEGOR. He called me. )f y statement was I have never 
called the President after 10 :30 at night-. 

Senator "\YEICKER. W1rnt time did yon talk to him on ,June 29? 
)fr. 1hcGRmoR. It was within a ·matter of a half hour after the 

conclusion of his television remarks that night. I think it was ni the 
neighborhood of 11 p.m. He telephoned me.' 

Senator "\V},£CKER. "\Yell, that is another subject for later on. 
Now, in Mr. Grais testimony, just so "e can very carefully define 

your definition of "hearsay," are you indicating to me, then. that the 
testimonv before this comn1ittee by Pat Grav 'relatfre to his com·er-
sation w1th you is hearsay? • • 

Mr. }fAcGm:GOR. No; quite obdously, Senator, I am referring to 
,Tohn Ehrlichman's testimony before the House committee, as I indi
cated. 

Senator "\VEIGKER. If the testimonv is as I have indicat{'d to you and 
as appears in the record of the Ho1ise hearings, would you s.iy, then, 
that Mr. Ehrlichman perjured himself~ 

Mr. ]\facGm:GOR. It is not for me to pass judgment on any criminal 
conduct. You and I both know tha_t. theTe is a presumption of innocence 
until proof of guilt and there is a panoply of procedures that must take 
place before someone-maybe the judg-e-

Senator 1YEICICER. "\v11at you are savi1w. then, is that the testimonv 
given by :Mr. Ehrlichman at those ifot~e hearings does not squai:e 
with your testimony. 
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)fr. l\facGm:CTOR. No: it is my experience as a trial lawyer for about 
8 years that judges customarily gi\"e to jurists an instruction that 
goes along the lines of the following: ,:Ladies and gentlemen of the 
jury, don't assume that every difference in testimony means that some
body is lying." 

People hnve different reco]lections. People see and remember differ
ent things. The assumption that a discrepancy in testimony auto
matically means that somebody is lyino- is an assumption, thank good
ness, which is not at all consistent ,,·itl1 our administration of justice 
in America. 

Senator ,v1m :KER. I understand that, but all I am saying is that the 
testimony that I ha,·e read to you states very simply that Mr. Ehrlich
man says that you com-eyed a request from Gray to the President and 
you say yon did not. · 

Is that correct? 
Mr. l\facGnEGOR. It appears to be correct. . Again, I can 1t comment 

on l\'Ir. Ehrlichman's testimony. I don't think it would he helpful to 
this committee if I did. I am answering the questions that you put to 
me and I am telling this committee under oath-and I take this very 
seriously, Senator-I did not speak to President Nixon by telephone or 
in person about the Pat Gray telephone call to me. 

Senator "\VEICKER. Did you meet with the President on the morning 
of July 6~ 

Mr. l\facGREGOR. Yes. · 
Senator ,VEICKER. ,,~at time did you meet with the President? 
Mr. l\facG"REGOR. The first meeting-there was a change in .schedule. 

In fact, there were considerable telephone calls lnte on the night of 
,Tuly 5 and so on into the morning of July 6 about the change of sched 
ule. Rut the first meeting with tl1e President took place sometime after 
10 a.m. on ,Tuly 6 in his office in San ('lemente. 

Senator "rEIC'KER. And what was the nature of that meeting? 
Mr. l\!AcGRECTOR. It was a discussion invoh·ing primarily the Presi

dent, ,Tohn Ehrlichman, )[r. "'illiam Timmons, and myself. It was 
an assessment of the status of the President's legislative program at 
the end of the fiscal year, which was a few days before, and of the 
prospects for passage of the remainder of the unacted-upon legislation 
before the adjournment of the !l2d ('ong-ress. The meeting was a legis
lative meeting and the President and l\f r. Ehrlichman were concerned 
with the status of domestic legislatfre items and the attendance of Mr. 
Timmons and l\[r. MacGregor ,ms occasioned bv our roles as assistants 
to the President in the congressional relations field. W'"e went down, 
item by item, the major pieces of legislation. 

Senator ,vF.rcKER. Of course, are you aware from the testimo~· given 
to the committee that shortly after Pat Gray's conversation ,,1th yon . 
he receiwd a call from the President? 

l\Ir. )facGnECTOR. Yes: I think there is substantial agreement from 
l\fr. Grav and from the President to the effect that the President tele
phoned )fr. Gray at about 8 :2il or thl'reabouts, Pacific time. on .Tnly 6, 
and that he congrntnlated the FRI on the job that it had done the. day 
hefore in frustrating the attempted skyjacking of a commercial ail'-
<Taft. · 

There nJso seems to be n.!!Tt'eincnt between the President's statement 
nn<l )Ir. Gray's tt>stimony' before this committee that Mr. Gray then 
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July 10, 1973 

J. Fred Buzh.a.rd t, Esq. 
Ccunsel to tho Pre.sice...1.t ' 
Th.e i·nu te Uouse 
WashL"'lgton, o.c. 

Dsar .Mr. Bu~hardt; 

:tam writing to make the following raquest.3, in addition to 
t.'1ose we havs previously made. All the items r~fe.rred to 
ars impor"'~t to our investigation. 

1. Copies of or excerpts :from logs,. diaries, or si.I:iilar 
record3 of telephon$ con~~r3ations and ~eetings bebi/een the 
President and Cl.ark MacGregor on Ju1y 5 and 6, 1972. 

2. Copies of *'political natters me."':loranda .. nu."ilbe:rs 1 through 
26, inclusive, from Gordon ~·-strachan to Lawrence Higby and/or 
H.R. Haldeman., probab1y now J.ocat....c.d i..., ream 522, E0.9. · Wa 
believe thes.e meroo::-anda he~a.~ in ea=.ly spri..,g 1972 and went 
through th& ele~tion, November 1972. 

3. A COflY of :::ta ta.rials ill .Jo:0...'"l Dean's •:-ti3cell.aneons lntal
ligsnce u file, taken dcrtm to t..~e depos~tor1 for protection 
on May l, 1973. :tf this :file is too voluminous to be con
ve.~iently copied, we cou1d sta:rt by ex.aminL-ig the file in 
your off.ices. 

~. A copy of the logs or other records showi..~g what specific 
items, frca any of the files safeguarded pursuant to the pro
cedures you outlined to us at ou= June 6 neeting, hav3 been 
copiad by the fo~er White Eouse sta::f me..~::-s whow~re r:>-9r
mitt4ld limited access for the purpose of ma.king such copias. 

000978 
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5. Copies or excer?ts of any records of ite.~s inserted L.,to 
a!ly Hhi ta Eouse .file by Nr. E.hrl~c~an or i>ir.. Young on or af!:ar 
April 30, 1973. 

Sincerely, 

ARCBI3AU) COX 
Speciai Proseeutor 

000979 
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1973 

' r T ... , .: _ . Cox: 

Th: s is b response to items 1, 4, and 5 in your letter of July I 0th. I 

2.r:1 responding in a sep2.rate letter to items 2 c!1d 3 in that letter. 

Item 1 of the July 10th lett~r en_closes excerpts fro1n logs of telephone 

con-_-er sations · and 1nc~tings behveen the President .and Clark MacGregor 

on July 5th and 6th, 1972. We have searched the logs and they do not 

show any conversation or meetings on those dates. 

Item 4 requests a copy of records shmving -,vhat specific items fro1n the 

safeguarded files have been copied by forr.ner '\Vhite House staff rne1nbers 

,.;:ho "";ere permitted access to those files. As I advised you in my letter 

of June 1st, the procedures iq. eff~ct since May 23rd do not perm.it the 

former staff mem.bers to copy material from these files. They were 

permitted to make copies prior to May 23rd. fo that earlier period 

\ve had instructed that a record be kept cf whether a person visiting 

the files used the Xerox machine but ,•:e had not instructed that any 

record be n1ade of what ite1ns '\.vere copl-:!d. Although the gt!ards on 

their m,:n initiative did keep some record of this· kind, and ,vc are 

enclosing the two pages of that record, v:e are not in a position to 

\~'arrant its completeness, and indeed doubt ta.at it is complete. 

Item 5 requests copies err excerpts of items inserted into any \'ihite House 

file by Mr. Ehrlichm2.n or Mr. Young on or 2.fter April 30th. We have no 

records that would show what iten1.s, if any, were inserted. The procedures 

i_n effect since ~:fay 23rd ensure against any insertion into the files in 

question, although additio:i.al records, appropriately i°dentified have been 

placed under the same 2.cces s limitations and special security. Prior 

to that date, inse rtio;i into the files was neither prohibited nor permitted 

000992 
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Indistinct document retyped by 
House Judiciary Committee staff 

-2-

by the instructions then in effect and we cannot say whether any insertions 
were made in that period. 

Honorable Archibald Cox 
Special Prosecutor 
Watergate Special Prosecution Force 
1425-K Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20005 

Enclosure 

Indistinct document retyped by 
House Judiciary Committee staff 

Sincerely, 

J. FRED BUZHARDT 
Special Counsel to the President 
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Hol'1orable Archibald Cox 
Special Prosecutor 

-2 -

Sincc:re!y-, 

J
' l · ; :, . \. . )· l .r ·· . . / .I ' ' I ' i . . \ . 

1. . ,---·.-........... \,, •'---'" i . . i.} 

: • FRED BUZHARDT . 
Special Counsel to the President" 

. Vlatergate Special Prosecution Force 
1425 - K Street, N. W. 
\'tashington, D. C. 20005 

Enclosure 

000993 
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• •• -.._. • ....,,._,,, ,,,v,,r,1,u 1 :,iJ, -Vt t ..) UI\ILI U1/\J1, , & 

('.'lee Tun-I P..::,·hr .J f{H Tr.ucl ! .... , ·i!,} 

r·u ,u : 1>-.\,- . -h-EC..-.. \-N------------- h--~-------0-:-A-:-lt- . -,~~,0-.. -0-,-,.-v-,.-,----.; 

Ti!i:: l!ESTEKN h'HITE HOUSE 
, ~;/.~: CLD!.f1fff., CALIFORNIA 

T(ME. 
PflO:,li 

P=Pl.1cc:J 
R=Reccivcd 

- -·--.------1---,-----1 
In 

8:20 

(;:21 

8:40 

8:41 
. 8:58 

9:10 

9:15 · 
9:25 

'.25 

10:10 

l.0:11 
10:18 
10:40 
10:40 

10:40 

10:44 
11:00 

12:06 

12:08 

12:08 

Lo LO 

8:23 

8:33' p 

8:41 p 

9:08 
8:59 

9:15 

10:08 
10:08 
10:08 

10:11 

12:05 
10:22 
12:06 
12:06 

12:05 

11:01 
11:01 

12:08 

12:11 

JULY 6, 1972 
)00158 Tlr.!E DAY 

8:20 a.r.. THURSDAY 

ACTIVITY 

The President had breakfast. 

The President motored by golf cart frora the San Clemente 
Compound residence to his office. 

The President talked long distance with Acting Director of 
~~~ ~!t ~ P~~ri~'' ~~~~ . TTT ~~ ~~~~~~:~~,~ D.c. 

-. ;. . .,. ···? . ; •• -~.'... . • .. . .. ... .. . •,!\ ·.'!:!. :.::. -.;~ -.. ::.~·-: .~-~ ; 

The President talked with his Press Secretary, Ronald L. 
Ziegler. 

The President met with: 
John D. Ehrlichman, Assistant 
Alexander P. Butterfield, Deputy Assistant 

The President met with his Personal Secretary, Rose Mary Woods. 

The President met with: 
Henry A. Kissinger, Assistant 
Sir Robert Thompson, author 

· Maj. Gen. Alexander M. Haig, Jr., Deputy Assistant 

The.President met with 1'Ir. Butterfield. 

The President met with: 
Mr. Ehrlichman 
Mr. Kissinger 
H. R. Haldeman, Assistant 
Clark MacGregor, Campaign Director for the Committee 

for the Reelection of the President 
Frederic V. Malek, Assistant Campaign Director for 

the Committee for the Reelection of the President 
William E. Timmons, Assistant 
Mr. Ziegler 

The President met with: 
Mr. MacGregor 
1'Irs. Clark MacGregor 
Ollie p; Atkins, White House Photographer 

The Presidential party went to the lawn behind the President's 
office. 

The Presidential party held a photo opportunity. 

' 2 11 The President returned to his office with Hr. and Nrs. 

1 

: MacGregor • 

l_ 1_. 2-· =_ 11 L_l_2_:_1_2__1 _ __it____iL-_T_h_e_P_r_e_s_id-en_t _m_c_t_w_1_·. t-h-?--lr_.,;.._a_n~d-H~r-s_._l_·!_n_cG-re_g_o_r_. -
./c '-l{A.,;U i ._:/.j{;_a_, *'<'-'-'- 3/ ;cq 7 "/ 
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1,..1..1< L ;-,_\\' '•l(jA N 
r 

TliE 1-,ESTE~:~~ \-!HITE HOUSE I 
PAJE _(.\lo.6 r,,

7• Yr.) _ ·- _, r 

- -•-- •. -_ w1~LY ·o::72 -_ f 
SA!; CLE['.!XfE, 

TIME 

. ---- ----~ -
In 

12:13 
12:13 

12:26 
12_:26 
J '/ :30 

· 12:31 

12:37 
12:39 
1:33 
1:37 

2:50 

3:03 

l 

3:26 

4:26 

4:48 

5:02 

5 :2/1 

5:28 

5:30 

5:47 

6:19 

7:10 

o-,r 

12:it. 
12:25 

12 : 30 
12:32 
l? :11 
12:34 

3:00 
2:36 
1:38 
2:23 

2 :51. 

3:05 

3:24 

3:31 

4:46 

5:29 

5:43 

CALIFOIWII> 
1'110:-i [ 

1'-= 1'1.11.:nl 
_n.,...._Kt;..Yi,·c,t 

J.o LO 

p 

R 

. 

p 

p 

p 

p 

r 

000159 12:13 p.r.1. THURSDAY · l 
1---=-=---=--=-------=---------I ; 

The President met with: 
Hr. Butterfield 
Miss Woods 

The President rnet with: 
Hiss Woods 
:Hr. Butterfield 
Hi .!:.c; Hoo<ls 

Miss Woods 

The President met with: 
Mr. Haldeman 
Mr. Ehrlich!nan 
Mr. Ziegler 
Miss \foods 

J,CTIVITY 

The President talked with the First Lady. 

The President motored by golf cart from his office to the San 
Clemente Compound residence. 

The President motored from the San Clecente Compound residence 
· to Red Beach with his valet, Manolo Sanchez. 

The President talked with Mr. Ehrlichman. 

The President motored from Red Beach to the San Clemente 
Compound residence with Hr. Sanchez. 

The President and the First Lady went to the pool. area. 

The President returned to the San Clemente Compound residence. 

The President telephoned Mr. Haldeman. The call was not 
_completed. 

The President talked with Hiss Woods. 

The President talked long distance with his Special Counsel, 
Charles W. Colson; in Washington, D.C. 

The President and the First Lady went to the oceanside pRtio. 

The President returned to the San Cle!!!cnte Compound residence. 

The l'rcsidcn t t.ill :c cl long cli~ t,mce \-!i th Secretary of Defense 
Helvin R. Laird in l/2shington, D.C. 

The President tclcph O!tcd l·lr. Kissinr,er. '.l'hc call \,c!S not 
cor.iplctcd. 
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I (S:·c . Tu ... d 1{('(•11,I I,,, Tr-.,d Acr;·•i-:rl .. -.. ,--.~,~:~;7.,-·.-.-,!-C-.. \-S-------------'----.,---------'-~-----1>-A- .1-l-(-!-t-o.-. -U-,,-. -Y,-.)-----

·mt:: \·:I·:sn::::; \ll!ITE HOUSE 
S/.!·' f:r.,·:-:r.::rc' Ci\LIFOr:KIA 

p1~n:--,:r: 
J•:-,rll,cJ 

R:s--li.n:<iv1;J 

-~~--In I Our - l .o LD 

7:15 

10:23 10:25 p 

• 

_JULY£, 1972 ___ _ 
DOG 1 r-1-!•·W DAY 

-"-OU7:15 v.ra. THnSD,\Y 

•• ~. l\'IIT 

The President and the First Lady had dinner. 

The President talked t:ith ~·lr. Haldeman. 

CD/HF/Cll 
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It looks like "I should"-I don't want to say anything incorrect 
there. 
I should do this soon-

I will get a clean copy-
and I said I would try to do it today. 

Upon leaving the White House I discussed the mat~ briefly with the Director. 
On returning to the office I called Gray, indicated that this was a matter of some 
urgency, and he agreed to see me at 1430 t.bat day. 

Now that was General Walters. 
lfr. Helms stated to this committee during an interview as follows: 
A few minutes later Haldeman and Ebrlicbman walked in and Haldeman in no 

uncertain terms instructed Walters to see Pat Gray of the FBI and instruct 
him not to pursue his investigation in Mexico concerning ~rry M. Dalhberg 
since it might involve the CI.A. Helms had no idea what they were talking about 
with .respect to Mexico and when he asked he was told, "Never mind what it's. all 
about." But they wanted Walters to go to Pat Gra·y right then and there. 

End of ~uote in the interview with Mr.· Helms. 
Now, isn t it a fact that the meeting with Director Helms and 

General ·walters on June 23 was an effort to hinder the investigation! 
Mr. EHRLICHMAN. Senator, that meeting was convened at the Presi

dent's request. I learned later that the President was operating on the 
basis of an independent source of investigation and out of a concern 
that an all-out FBI investigation might compromise some CIA 
activity. 

My recollection of that meeting is at considerable variance with 
General "\Valters in the general thrust and in the details. In point of 
fact, as I recall it we informed Mr. Helms and General Walters that 
the meeting was being held at the President's request for the reasons 
I stated. 

Mr. Haldeman said that the Watergate was an obvious important 
political issue and that the President had no alternative but to order a 
full all-out FBI investigation until he was satisfied that there was 
some specific area from .which the F•BI should not probe for fear of 
leaks through the FBI of disassociated and disconnected CIA activi
ties that had no bearing on "\Vatergate. As I recall there were a couple 
of basic questions that were asked of these gentlemen. One was whether 
the CIA. was directly involved in the break-in itself and they said it 
was not. · 

The other was whether or not there was any disassociated CIA 
activity, past or present, which might be disclosed through a vigorous 
FBI investigation. They did not make the same kind of a categorical 
response to that question as they had made to the other. As a matter 
of fact, my recollection is that a response to the effect that they don't 
keep track, that is the Director and the Deputy Director, of these re
gional activities, such as the one in Mexico, they would want to check 
with the regional man. 

Now you have in your--
Senator "\VEICKER. They had done that? 
Mr. EHRLICHMAN. Sir~ 
Se.nator 1VEICKER. They had done that 1 r--: Mr. EHRLICH>CAN. I think their letter of July 6 to the Actin~ D. irec-1 tor of the FBI shows that they had not. done that and they did not do 
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that and they did not assure the FBI until June 27 as to the Mexican 
situation. Then they confirmed that orarassurance of June 27 in writ
ing on ,July 6 and on July 6 is when Director Gtay called the President 
and said "I now have a memo from the CIA assuring me that there is 
no problem," and the President said "Let's go all out." So that is the 
sequence of events. 

Senator WEICKER. '\Yhv did the Director call the President 1 
Mr. EHRLICHMAN. Because he received-I assume because he had 

this memorandum. · 
Senator WEIOKER. Oh no, oh no. Why did the Director call the 

President~ · 
Mr. EHRLICHMAN. In point of fact I. think the ·President called 

the Director. 
Senator WEICKER. That is correct. The Director had called :Mr. 

:MacGregor. 
)Ir. EHRLICH:MAN. That is true. 
Senator WEICKER. And he had expressed to Mr. MacGregor doubts 

as t-0 this situation. He felt this was the best way to go ahead and get 
in fouch with the ·President, and the President called him back shortly 
thereafter. 

-Mr. EHRLICHMAN. I wasn't at the meeting between Mr. Gray and 
l\:fr. :MacGregor so I don't know what they said but, I do know what 
the President told me. 

Senator WEICKER. But you do know-· --
Mr. EHRLICHMAN. That :Mr. MacGregor told him when he came 

and called on the President on July 6 that he had been talking to 
Pat Gray and •Pat Gray felt it was important that he talk to the 
President right away and the President picked up the phone immedi-

L
tely and called him. · . 
S-enator WEICKER. And did Pat Gray. tell the- President that there 

were forces of those around him who were trying to wound him¥ 
'Mr. EHRLICHMAN. I had never heard .that. 
Senator WEICKER. Is it not a fact that General Walters and Pat 

Gray both felt it was necessary to call the President on this matter, 
that both of them had the same apprehensions that the investigation 
was being interfered with' 

·Mr. EHRLICHMAN. I think it was important for Pat Gray to have 
talked with the President; too. I heartily concurred with that. 1I hope 
you understand that when Mr. Haldeman and I met with the OIA, 
it was for the ·purpose only of conveying to those gentlemen the Presi- · 
dent's concern -and the meeting did not culminate in any instructions 
to anyone except a. request to General Walters that he sit down and 
talk to ·Pat Gray a:bout this matter, and reassure Pat Gray, if he could 
be factually reassured. 

Now, that, in fact is whst happened, and l\fr. Haldeman and [ dis-
connected from this after that one 20-minute meeting; . 

Senator '\YEICKER. All right, let's drop back in time again here to 
the meeting on June 23. You are sitting- here with the Director of the 
CIA. and with General Walters. ,vould it not be lo~ical to address 
any request of the CIA to the Director of the CIA! 
· Mr. E11RL1c1urAN. Not if you were told by the President that he 

wanted to work through General Walters. 
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Kunzig, who is 110"· an a,sociat,· judge of the U.S. C,,mt 
of Claim,. 

~fr .. S:rn1p,n11 has been ,\rting ,\d111i11istrator r,f Gen
eral Sen-ices since June 2, 1972. He joined. t!H; Crncral 
Sen·iccs :\dministration in 1969 as Commissioner of the 
Federal Supply Sen-ice. Frnm 1970 to 1972 he was Com

_rt1i,;sioner of the Public Buildings Service in GSA and the 
first Deputy Adn1inistrator of GS:\ for Spe.cial Projects. 

He came to the General Services Administratiorr .after 
6 vears in Pcnnsd,·ania State goq:mmcnt, where he was 
sc~retary of ad~inistration ail(! budget secretary. under 
Gm·. Rannond P. Shafer, and deputy sec_retary for pro
curement, department of property and supplies, under 
Go,-. "'illiam W. Scranton. Prior to entering government 
sen·ice, he was employed by the General Electric Co. for 
12 years. 

l\Ir. Sampson wasborn on October fl, 1926, in \Varrt"n, 
RI. He received his B.S. degree in hminess adminis
tration from the l' ni,·ersity of Rhode hland in 1951 and 
has done graduate work at the George Washington 
l!ni\"ersity. 

Acth·e in se,-cral profc,sinnal org:i.nizations, ~fr. Samp
son was pre,;cnted the Syner~- III Award for outstanding 
contributions toward the alh-anccrncnt of architecture by 
the Society of ,\merican Registered ,\rchitects in 19i2. 
In 1973 he was selected as one of the Top Ten Puhlic 
"'orks ::'\lcn of the Year, and he was named an honorary 
member of the :\mcrican Institute of ,\rchitects. 

He and his wifr, Bla;1che, have four children and reside 
in Wa,hington, D.C. 

e 
XOTE: For tht' PrC"!iidrnt's st.1tf'nwnt 11pon annnunring his intention 
to nominate ~Ir. S:impmn, sr('" th,~ prcccdin~ item. 

Ghc \Vatcrgatc Investigation 

~emmtsbythcPrcsidrnt. iHay22, 1973 

Recent news account, growing- out of testimony in the 
Watergate im-c,tigations have givrn gro;;.sly mi,kading · 
impre,,ions of many of the facts, as they rcbtc both to my 
own role ancl to cntain unrelated acti,·itics invoking na
tional security. 

Already, on the ha,i, nf second- and third-hand hcarsa,· 
tcstimon:· hy persons cith,·,· com·ictcd or thcmsc!H·s under 
imTstig-ation in th<.: ca,e, I han· fnuncl mY:-clf achiscd of 
inw,kemcnt in artiYitics I ncnT he.ml of until I rc;lll 
abont th<"·n1 in nc-.\·, ~tccount.,. 

Thc_,e impre,sions could also lead tn ct scr,ious misuudcr
j{3nding of thrv~c natinn;1} ,t'ruriry ;tcti\·itic-. \,·hich, Lhnt1:1~h 

tor:ill;· unrcl.ttcd !n \\'atrr'.~:1tc, h~1\·c.: hcl'<11ne cnLu1~~kd in 
th,: c;tsc. rrhc\· cn:dd k~td to f11rtltcr co:nprnini ... c cl ,crbi
tivc u;ttion:tl ~ccur ity iilforn1;tti( ,n. 

I will not .:th.:mdon my responsibilities. f, will conti.:ue 
to do the joh I "·.:t., elected to do. 

In the acqJJnpanying statement,. I have set forth the 
facts as [ know them ,L, they relate to my o·,,·n role. 

With regard lo the spccifif allegations that have been 
made, I can and do state c.ttegorically: 

I. I . had no prior' knO\,;lcdge , of the Watergate 
oper:llicm. 

2. I tookno part in. nor was I aware of, any su.bsequent 
efforts that may have been made to co\"er up 
Watergate. 

3. At no time did I authorize any offer of executi\·e 
clemency . for the \ Vatergate defendants, nor did I 
know of any such offer. · 

4. I did not know, until the time of my own investiga
tion, of any effort to provide the Watergate defend
ants with funds_ 

5. At no time did I attempt, or did I authorize others 
to attempt, to implicate the CI:\ in the Watergate 
matter. 

6. It was not until the time of my own in\·estigation 
that I learned of the break-in at the office of )fr. 
Ellsberg·s psychiatrist, and I specifically authorized 
the furnishing or this information to Judge Byrne. 

i. I neither authorized nor encouraged subordinates to 
engage in illegal or improper campaign tactics. 

In the accompanying statement, I have sought to pro
vide the background that may place recent allegations in 
perspective. I ha,·e specifically stated that exccut"·e 
privilege will not he invoked a.<: to any testimony concern
ing po:;.sible criminal conduct or discussions of possible 
criminal conduct, in the matters under im·cstigation. I 
want the public to learn the truth about \\"atergate and 
those guiltr of any illegal actions brought to ju~tice. 

Allegations surrounding the \Vaterg:uc affair have so 
escalated that I feel a further statement from the President; 
is required at this time. 

A climate of sensationalism has de,·eloped in which 
even second- or third-hand hearsa}; charges arc headlined 
as fact and repeated as fact. 

Important national security operations which them
seh-es had no connection with \\"atcrgatc have become 
entangled in the ca;;e. 

,\s a rcsulr. some n:it1onal $CCUrity infcmia\ion has 
already been made pnhlic thrnu(!h co~irt orders. through 
the subpoenaing of document~. and through ;cstimony 
\,·itncsscs h:t\·c gi\·-cn. iri jndici.tl .and Co!1grc::G:ionJl pro;...

1 c<·cclin~. Other $Cn,iti,-c dncumcnt, arc r.ow thrca:encd 
with (:i-.clo~urc_ Continncd silence ~bout tho"jc opcrat:ons 
w_ou!tl con1-prorHi't'' rather than protct:t tr.en\, :1.nd ,,·0\.1ld 
~,l,o sn•;c to pi·rpCtt:.tte ~t !-!rn,,Iy di!-tort:..".,J ,·ic\\--\,·hil'.'h 
n.·1..·t~nr p:1ni;d dt.;.i,-h) . ..;urc$ h:t\·c ~i\·t:n-of thC n:tture J.r~d 
purptise t)f tho~c -t.}pt'Lttior:s. 
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rec:~,r:} ~ h:~::ing bF:en rcn,o~:c:<l ·with the _ch:inge of adminis
trati on,) and which hon: directly on the negotiations then 
in p.o gr~~; . Ad<litioual assignments i~cluded tracing ~own 
other n:i.tional security leaks, ir'lcludmg one that senously 
comp romi.:;ed the U.S. negotiating P?sition in the SALT 
talks. · 

The work of the unit . tapered off around the end of 
1971. The nature of its work was such that it involved 
matter.; that, from a national security standpoint, were 
highly sensitive then and remain so today. 

The se intelligence activities had no connection with the 
break-in of the Democratic headquarters, or the aftermath. 

I considered it my responsibility to sec that the WatCT
o-atc investigation did not impinge adversely upon the na
fional security area. For example, on April 18, 1973, 
when I learned that 1\fr. Hunt, a former member of the 
Special Investigations Unit at the Whit~ House, ""'.as to 
be questioned by the U.S. Attorney, I directed AssJStant 
Attorney General Petersen to pur.me every issue involving 
\Vater.,.ate but to confine his investigation to Watergate 
and related matters and to stay out of national security 
matter.;. Subsequently, on April 25, 1973, Attorney Gen
eral Kleindienst informed me that because the Govern
ment had clear evidence that Mr. Hunt was involved in 
the break-in of the office of the psychiatrist who had 
treated Mr. Ellsberg, he, the Attorney General, believed 
that despite the fact that no evidence had been obtained 
from Hunt's acts, a report should nevertheless be made t_? 
the court trying the Ellsberg case. I concurred, and di
rected that the information be transmitted to Judge Byrne 
immediately. 

"WATERGATE 

The burglary and bugging of the Democratic Na~onal 
Committee headquarters came as a complete surpnse to 
me . I had no inkling that any such illegal activities had 
been planned by persons associated with my campaign; 
if I h'ad known, I would not have permitted it. My im
mediate reaction was that those guilty should be brought 
to justice, and, with the five burglars themselves already 
in custody, I assumed that they would be. 

Within a few days, however, I was advised that there 
was a possibility of CIA involvement in some way. 

It did seem to me possible that, because of the involve
ment of former CIA personnel, and because of some of 
their apparent a.~ociations, the investi~ation could lead 
to the uncovering of covert CIA operations totally unre
lated to the Watergate break-in. 

In addition, by thii time, the name of Mr. Hunt had 
surfaced in connection with \Vatergate, and I was alerted 
to the fact that he had previously been a member of the 
Special In vestigations Unit in the White House. There
fo: e, I was ;;!so cencern-ed·that the \Vatergate im•estigation 
might wcli kad to an inquiry into the activities of the 
Special Investi~s Unit itself. 

In this an:a, I £Pit it wi, important to avoid d:sclc.,•:!"e 
of the details of the national security matter.; with wnich 
the group was concerned. I knew that once the e:tistmce 
of the group became known, it would lead inc..'Corab!y to 
a discussion of these matters, some of which remain, even 
today, highly sensitive. 

I wanted justice done with regard to W aterg:ite; but in 
the scale ofnational priorities with which I had t.o cieal
and not at that time having any idea of the eittent of 
political abuse which Watergate reflected-I also h:id to 

be deeply concerned with ensuring that neither the covert 
operatiol1.'! of the CIA nor the operatiol1.'! of the Sp~al 
Investigatiol1.'! Unit should be compro~. Therefore, 
I instructed Mr. Haldeman and Mr. Ehrlichman to ensure 
that the investigation of the break-in not expo,;;e either an 
unrelated covert operation of the CIA or the actnities of 
the White House investigat:ons unit-and to see that this . 
was personally coordinated between General Walters, the 
Deputy Director of the CIA, and Mr. Gray of the FBI. 
It was certainly not my intent, nor my wish, that the in
vestigation of the Watergate break-in or of related acts 

be impeded in any way. · . 
On July 6, 1972, I telephoned the Acting Director of 

the FBI, L. Patrick Gray, to congratulate him on his 
successful handling of the hijacking of a Pacific Southwest 
Airlines plane the previous day. During the conven;ation 
Mr. Gray discussed with me the progress of the Water
gate investigation, and I asked him whether he had talked 
with General Walters. Mr. Gray said that he had, and that 

. General Walters had assured him that the CIA was not 
involved. In the discussion, Mr. Gray suggested that the 
matter of Watergate might lead higher. I told him to press 
ahead with his investigation, · . 

It now seems that later, through whatever complex :>f 
individual motives and possible misunderstandings, thr.re 
were apparently wide-ranging efforts to limit the inves
tigation or to conceal the possible involvement of members 

· ·or the Administration and the campaign committee. 
I was not aware of any such efforts at the time. Neither, 

until after I began my own investigation, was I aware of 
any fundraising for defendants convicted of the break-in 
at Democratic headquarters, much less authorize any such 
fundraising. Nor did I authorize any offer of cxecuti\<-c 
clemency for any of L'ie defendants. · . 

In the weeks and months that followed Watergate, I 
asked for, and received, repeated assurances that l\Ir. 
Dean's own investi.,.ation (which included l'"C\,-iel>ing files 
and sittina in on FBI inten.iews with White House per
sonnel) h;d cleared everyone then employed by the White 
House of involvement. 

In summary, then: 
(I) I had no prior knowledge of the Watergate bug

ging operation, or of any illrgal survcillancf' activiti~ for 

political purposes. _ . . . 
(2) Long prior to the 1912 campaign, I did set m 

motion certain internal security measures, including 1:::g:tl 
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l.U l. 

A FBI, CIA, both, I'd put it, as to whether or not 

there was any CIA interest or non-interest in the witnesses 

that the FBI wanted to interview. 

Q In connection with what? 

A In connection with the Watergate investigation. And 

ti that both General Walters and myself felt that this was due to 

• l an indifference and a carelessness on the pa-rt of White House 

8 

9 

10 

staff people and a failure to appreciate the position of these 

agencies in our society, and that we both felt that this could 

be injurious to our agencies and could be wounding to the 

11 President. 

12 Now, these are certainly not my exact word$, but they! 

13 are certainly close to them and they are certainly close to the, 

14

1 

thought that I intended to convey. And I said to him, "Clark, 

1511 would you please pass this to the President." 

rn I And he said either, "i'll handle it," or, "I'll take 

17 care of it." And that was the substance of that conversation. 

18 l Q All right, sir. Now, your logs reflect that that call 

l!i took place at 10: 51 a.m. Washington time, Thursday, July 6th, 

20 i 1972. 
11 

:!111 Your logs reflect that at 10:28 a.m., Thursday -- I'mi 

ii 
22

1

:
1
sorry, 11:28 a.m., Thursday, July 6th, 1972, you received a 

"" icall from President Nixon. Is that correct? _,) 11 
I, 

24 jj A That is correct, sir. 
,j 

:!:5 I\ Q Do you recollect speaking to President Nixon some 
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11 thirty Ito thirty-five minutes after you spoke to Mr • .MacGregor? 

2, A I do indeed, yes, sir. 
I 
i 

31 Q Could you tell us the telephone conversation from th~ 

41 President? 

sl A Yes. The President called me and I was actually 

ti quite surprised to receive the call. 

, He started off by congratulating me on the success-

8 ful termination of the highjacking which had occurred in San 

9 Francisco the day before. The ladies and gentlemen of the 

10 j Grand Jury may recall that an FBI Agent shot two highjackers 

I 
11 I who were trying to highjack an airplane., and the President 

12 I asked if I would pass his congratulations to the FBI Agent. 
! 

And I told the President that I would and that I was ,a I 
14 , very, very grateful to him for calling and the Agents would be 

15 1 pleased to know that and, indeed, I placed a call later on to 

11
~

1

i ,1

1 

.. the, Special --

- Q Before we get to that, just tell us all the conversa-
1• 

18 !l tion. 
p 
!l 

A 

You said you appreciated it and you'd pass it on? 

Right. And then I said, "Mr. President, there's 
w 11 

20 II something I want to speak to you about." And, really, I just 
\l 

,,
1 
ii blurted it out. 

- I: 
That was my reaction at the time. 

•i 
1: 

:2'2. I said -- and I've written this down, and I've written 
I 

:2:i i / it down because I think it's very important, and this is my 

:.!-1: best recollection. I know that precision is impossible to 

:.!) ;obtain, but this is my best recollection, after having given it 
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DV 
thought and consideration -- to this call. 

103 

And I said, "Dick Walters and I feel that people on 

staff are trying to mortally wound you by using the CIA 

FBI and by confusing the question of CIA interest in or 

in people the FBI wishes to interview." 

Then I said, "I've just talked to Clark MacGregor 

'i and asked him to speak to you about this." There. was a per-

8 ceptible pause, a noticable pause, and the President said to 

9 me, "Pat, you just continue to conduct your aggressive and 

IO thorough investigation." And that was the end of the telephone 

11 call. 

12. 
I 

MR. NEAL: Mr. Foreman, it's 5:30. We have a few 

13 other areas to cover with Mr. Gray. Mr. Gray, is this the end 

14 II of your testimony of your activities with respect to the CIA-

151 FBI involvement? 

Hi THE WITNESS: Yes, sir, with regard to any witness 

Ii involvement, like with regard to Mr. Ogarrio and with regard to 

18 I Mr. Dahlberg. 

l!l 11 . MR. NEAL: I understand there's later some other 

I 
20 !things, but with respect to this aspect of your activities from 

I 
21 dJune 17th to July 6th, 1972? 

11 ,, 
'),) !i THE WITNESS: Yes, sir, that is. 
-- JI 

,1 
,)·' lj MR.· NEAL: And the other areas, about which we dis-
_,, \\ 

.,J i[cussed, or the other areas we've discussed with you, are now, 
- • I 

q 
ii. ff f h . ? :.'.~ 1:1n e ect, o somew at separate areas. 
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49. In July 1972 Dean obtained from Gray various interview and 

investigative reports of the FBI investigation of the break-in at the 

DNC headquarters. Dean has testified that he showed these reports to 

the attorneys for CRP and to CRP officials. Previously Dean had 

asked Attorney General Kleindienst for access to FBI interview 

reports and Attorney General Kleindienst had refused his request • 
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memorandum over to the Attorney General and at the bottom of that 
you say, "In this particular case and all future cases." 

A week later vou are providing secretly a. considet·able amount of 
material to Mr. Dean who is going out of your office and bringing it 
back to the ·white House. Now, what happened during this period of 
time, a week, that :inade you change :your mind from what you wrote at 
the bottom of your memorandums right. here? . 

Mr. GRAY. Absolutely nothing happened during that week that made 
me change my mind. That memorandum was directed to papers and 
documents that we would . prepare . in writing in summary forn;i or 
LHM form or that type of thing. It was not directed t-0 this type of 
material. · 
· Senator KENNEDY. You meun, )Ir. Gray, that if you write it up vou 

send it throng~ the AG, but if it is raw you give it directly? Is that 
iny understandmg_1 . · . · · · 
. )fr. GRAY. That 1s my unclerstandmg. . .•.. · 

Senator Iu:x~-i:DY. How can you possibly rationalize that? If you 
draft it, you are going to keep the Attorney General fully informed . 
. But then you provide 'to the '\Vhite House the raw material which you 
say is indispensable to the investigation and you do not even let the 
Attorney General know. _ - , 

:Mr. GnAY. I can say there is nothing that hnppened, except that I 
made the decision in response to the call from the Counsel to the 
President. . 

.· Senator KEXNEDY. And did you let the Attorney General know? 
:\fr. GRAY. X o, sir, I clicl not tell the Attorney General. . 
Senator KENNEDY. 'What were the files that were actually macle 

available? ,vere they just yollr own files or files which were a pa1t of 
the investigation? 

Mr. GRAY. No, they were not files. They were FD 30-.:fs, investigath·e 
reports, and then there were two volumes of teletypes made available 
later on. 

Senator KEX~'EDY. There were what? 
)lr. GRAY. 'two volumes of teletypes about, I would estimate, 3 

to 4 inches thick, the two volumes came to that. 
Senator KENNEDY. When were those--
Mr. GRAY. Those were later on. I received those, as I recollect. early 

August, and those were delivered in October. · ' · • 
Senator KENN'El)Y. You had, as I remember, 82 out of 186? 
Mr. GRAY. Yes, sir, these are FD 302's now, investigative reports. 
Senator KENNEDY. Could you review why you let him ham fust 

some of these, why the 8-2 out of 1861 -
l\ir. GRAY, Yes, because I received a group of them on the 30th clay 

of June. I received another group on the 17th day of Julv, and thos·e 
two groups are the two packets that I delivered to lir. ·Dean on the 
28th day of July. _ 

Senator KENNEDY. Did these, the 82 documents that you prodded, 
relate only to the ·white House staff? 

l\Ir. GnAY. No, sir, I didn't make any selection on those at all. . 
Senator lu:NNEDY. ,Vlly not? 
Mr. GnAY. Those were the ones that were available, the 30-.:rs that I 

had there in my safe and had been sent up to me in two packets on 
June 30 and July 17. 
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Senator KEXXEDY. If :Ur. Dean was doing an investigatimi of the 
w·hite Honse staff, why wouldn't you turn o\·e. just those record.s tha~ 
related to that? , 

::\Ir. GRAY. liy reasoning on it was his trails were going fo go in 
many areas. I didn't know what he was doing. I wanted himJ() know 
what we had. · 

Senator KENXEDY. You did not know · what he was doing? · 
Mr. GRAY. No, I didn't k.'low what he was looking fot. ·. , . 
Senator KENNEDY. What did he tell you? · . . ·. ~, 
l\:Ir. GRAY .. He told me he was conducting an inquiry but he and I 

did not discuss the substance of his inquiry or the substance of the FBI . 
inquiry. '\Ve were doing ours in our own way and he was doirig his in 
his own way. I have testified earlier .that I didnt' want to }1ave any 
information from his inquiry at aH. ·. · · · 

Senator KENN~Y. I thought you indicated in earlier testimony that 
his inquiry was in relationship tothe 1White House staff? •• . · 

Mr. GRAY. That is right, to the involvement of 'While H(;)nse per:-·· 
sonnel. . . · 

Senator KEN1'""l:DY. 1Vhy ·would you supply-- . .. 
Mr. GRAY. They could turn up in other investigative reports. · · . 
Senator KENNEDY. ,Vhy wouldn't you make sure he got all of them? 
Mr. GRAY. I gave him ailthatil had at the time. · .. · .. · . 
SenatorKEXNEDY.Whydidn'tyougettherestofthem? ·· - . 
)Ir. GRAY. Because there weren't any more available at that time, · 

sir. · 
Se~ator lu:NXEDY. THI when 1 Did you try to get the rest of the1n 

for him1 
:Mr. GRAY. Those were all that were available. These were delivered 

Lto. me-early <?n the 30th of June, I receh-e~l a group, and on ~-he 17th 
of July I received a group and I gave to him what 1 had aviulable at 
that time. · . · .· 

~ . Senator KENNEDY. There were a lot of people interviewed after the 
17th of July? . , 

:Mr. GR.\Y. That is right. . . · 
Senator KEXNEDY. >Did you send those to him, as you recall? . 
::\Ir. GRAY, No, as I recollect there was another ca.IL and I think that 

it came later on, much later on-yes, it was in the middle of October.:_ 
where he called me and asked if he coulcl look at some additional in
vestigative reports and teletypes, and I sent to him at that time the Inst 
group of investigative reports that I had in my sa:fe and the Jwo Tol
umes of the teletypes. 

Senator KENNEDY. And did you, or did you not, ever feel anv kind 
of responsibility to call him later and let him know that you could get 
other re:ports 1 '· 

Mr. GRAY. No, I clid not, as I was responding to his request. 
Senator ICE:sNEDY. And you thought that you did respond when you 

made those files availab1e1 · 
lfr. GRAY. If he wanted more, I would ham expected he would have 

called again and made another request. · · 
Senator KEx:!1."EDY. In any of your conversations did you e,·er talk 

to him about :Mr. Liddy 1 
Mr. GRAY. I think not, because it is my best recollection and memory 

that we did not discuss individuals. 
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tion I was bringing to their attention, that this information was being 
gfren to the President. . . · 

I do not recall when actually I received the first written information 
from the FBI, but I believe it was a:fter J. nly 21 when I received a 
summary report that had been prepared on the investigation to that 
stage. · · 

I would also like to now summarize to the bottom of the page, and 
indicate that when-- ·. 
· :Mr. DASH. Bottom o:f page 72. 
)fr. DEAN. Seventy-two, correct, and indicate that after I did get 

possession o:f the documents, the FBI files, I :found them not ...-ery 
meaningful and later Mr. l\Iardian, Mr. Parkinson, )fr. O'Brien came 
over to my office and read the reports, and l\fo.rdian, they all reached 
the same conclusion and I reca.111\Iardian's reaction was that the docu
ments indicated that the investigation was too vigorous and he was 
quite critical of Gray and-asked me to call Gray to slow down but I 
ne,er made such a call. 

It was after I showed a copy of the July 21 report to Mr. 
Mitchell that Mardian insisted t1iat he be ,permitted to see the FBI 
reports. Mitchell ag'l"eed, and thought that Paul O'Brien and Ken 
Parkinson should also see them. · 

I recall that when Mardian, O'Brien and Parkinson finally 
came to my office to look at the reports, they real>ized · that they 
were not very meaningful. It was Mr. Mardian, however, who be
came very excited because of the scope of the investigation that 

L. . 
. Gray was conducting and the tone of the cables he was sending out 

of iheadquarters. Mardian clearly thought that Gray was being 
too vigorous in his investigation of the case and was qnite critical 
of Gray's handling of the entire matter. He demanded that I tell 
Gray to slow down, but I never did so. · 

Summarizing the first paragraph on page 73, I would also note that 
I never showed any of these reports to any persons who were inter
viewed by the FBI and they were only given to Mr. Dick Moore of the 
White House staff ·when he was working on the Segretti matter for 
Mr. Ehrlichman and l\Ir. Haldeman. 

I do not rej:)all ever finding anything in the FBI reports which 
I scanned, that was worth reporting to Ehrlichman and Halde
man and so I never read all of the -reports that were sent to me. 
The FBI files containing the reports neYer left m:v office, nor were 
they shown to anyone in the "White House other than Dick l\foore 
when Mr. Moore had been dnstructed to prepare a report on the 
Segretti incident by Ehrlfohman. I ne,er showed the reports to 
any of the persons who were interviewed by the FBI after thei 1 • 

interviews. · 
FIRST DEALINGS WITH THE CIA 

I will turn now to the first dealings I had with the CIA. It, was dur
ing the meeting in Mitchell's office on June 23 or 24 that ~fardian first 
raised the proposition that the CIA could take care of this ent:ire mat-

NOTE.-Tndented matter re-prPsents portions of Mr~ . Penn's prepnred . statement which 
\\"ero omitted or summarized In his presentation. 
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Mr. DEAN. I didn't have the impression that he was upset by it. I 
don't know how often Mr. Gray and I talked but we talked frequently. 
vVe had worked together at the Department of Justice, and while it 
was reported that he called me with some oqtrage, Mr. Gray and I 
generally didn't have that type of conversation. He said something to 
the effect that "It that true, you know, I can't believe you would do 
that," and I said "No, it is not true and I never showed Segretti any 
FBI reports." 

Senator GURNEY. Of course you worked at the Department of Justice 
for sometime, and I suppose you have some familiarity with the pro
cedures down there. Isn't it a most unusual thing for a 302 report to 
be let out of the FBI office to anyone~ 

Mr. DEAN. Well, I know this: that the White House receives on a 
regular basis and my office was the recipient on a regular basis, of 
countless FBI information. Now this deals with everythmg from back
ground investigation. 

Senator Gum,"'EY. I am talking about the 302 forms that are filed 
with raw data. 

Mr. DEAN. Yes. 
Senator GURNEY. Not reports. 
Mr. DEAN. I don't .recall ever receiving 302's at the White House 

other than on this incident. I really was never terribly aware of what 
the po1icy was. I didn't work with the criminal cases in the Department 
of Justice while I was there so I don't know if there were other oc
casions when 302's were sent anywhere or not. I can't answer the ques
tion. 

Senator GUR::-rnr. But I understood you to say your undersronding 
with Gray on these 302 files would be that you would guard them very 
closely. 

Mr. DEAN. That is correct. 
Senator GURNEY. Who did vou show them to f 
Mr. DEAN. Well, as I testi"fied, after the report on the 21st came to 

my office, Mr. Mardian was anxious to see them, Mr. l\fitchell thought 
that was a good idea and also that Mr. O'Brien and Mr. Parkinson 
also came to see them. They came to my office. I recall them scannin~ 
them. They decided there really wasn't much in there that interested 
them. The· thing that sticks in my mind most is that Mardian was, who 
was apparently ve·ry familiar with 302 and FBI investigations from 
being the head of the Internal Security Division said that, ,·on know. 
"Gray is just going hog wild here," because of the tone and the tenor 
of the interoffice from one field office or from headquarters to field 
offices, that the tone of the cables that were being sent out of head
quarters. 

Senator GURNEY. Mardian, O'Brien, Parkinson weren't even in the 
,V11ite Honse then f 

Mr. DtAN. That is correct. 
Senatm· GtmNEY. "7110 were they working for? 
Mr. DF..\N. The reel<>ction committee. 
Senator GrRXF.Y. Do :von think l\fr. Gray had any idea that people 

like that outside of t11e 'White Honse were looking- at. these files1 
1\fr. DBAX. I am snrp he had none lwcnuse I clicl11't tell him. 
Senator GunNEY. Did anybody else look at the files? 

(559) 



49. 4 RICHARD KLEINDIENST TESTIMONY., AUGUST ?, 1973., 9 SSC ·35e4 

3564 

Mr. DoRSEN. During the summer of 1972, were you aware that Pat
rick Gray was making available to John Dean FBI teletypes and 
302'si 

Mr. KLEINDIENST. No, sir. The first time I became aware of that was 
in the confirmation hearing of Mr. Gray to be the permanent Director 
of the FBI. 

Mr. DoRSEN. Had Mr. Dean spoken to you about the possibility of 
the FBI supplying to the White House such documents i 

Mr. KLEINDIENST. Mr. Dean raised a question with both myself and 
Mr. Petersen. Both of us were very quick to tell him that we did not
that we would not give him raw mvestigative data from "FBI files. I 
told him based upon his representation to us and my belief throughout 
this matter that he was counsel to the President; he represented him 
continually. He was dealing strictly with the President, that the Presi
dent had delegated him to more or less be responsible for an on~n·iew 
of the. investigation insofar as it might relate to White House person
nel. I told :Mr. Dean that since I had been in the Department of Jus
tice-I hadn't been Attorney General but a week when this fantastic 
situation occurred-that it had always been my policy and one that 
was shared by Attorney General Mitchell, that only under the most 
restricted circumstances should raw FBI investi~at1ve data be given 
to anybody. I believe I did indicate that we woulctn't mind summariz
~g pertinent information that was relevant to ~is inquiry.orally for 
h1m so that he could make a report to the ·President. ;I believe ·I also 
indicated that if there was a particular file that the President of the 
United States personally wanted to see, that I would be willing to take 
that file personally up to the President, sit down with the President 

......_--'~ let him look at it and then bring it back. 
Mr. DoRSEN. During the summer of 1972, were you a.ware or made 

aware of a Saturday night phone call from Mr. John Ehrlichman to 
Henry Petersen~ 

Mr. KLEINDIENST. In the summer of 1972 ~ 
Mr. DoRSEN. Summer or fall. 
Mr. KLEINDIENST. I do not know if it was an evening call. I became 

aware of a call that Mr. Ehrlichman made to Mr. Petersen I believe 
in the middle of the day, sometime between July 7 or 8 and August 8 
or 9, at a time when I was at the Pocono Lake Preserve in Pennsyl
vania with my family on a vacation. I became aware of such a call at 
that time. 

Mr. DoRSEN. How did you become aware of it~ 
Mr. KLEINDIENST. I became aware of the call because Mr. Ehrlich

man called me. He started the conversation out, I think, by saying 
either "Dick" or "General," depending on the nature of the conversa
tion how he would address me. He said: "I have just talked to Henry 
Petersen and I am very upset about my conversation with him because 
I gave him an instruction which he refused to follow," and I think my 
first teaction which was again :rather abrupt and instantaneous was. 
"\Vhat were you doing talking to Henry Petersen in the fit-st place and 
giving him instructions of any kind?" and he said, "Newr mind that. I 
asked him to have the FBI and U.S. Attornev's Office not harass Secre
tary Stans with respect to interrogations, not. to harass the Secretary." 

And I said, .Tohn, you have got to be ont of your mind. 1Vhat did 
)fr. Petersen say to you? 1Vell. I think he said in a polite way he told 
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SO. On or about Friday July 28, 1972 a grand jury subpoena was 

served on Maurice Stans, Chairman of FCRP, to testify in connection 

with the investigation of the break-in at the DNC headquarters about 

his knowledge of the purpose for which campaign funds were spent. 

The President requested that John Ehrlichman determine if Stans 

could testify by deposition instead of being subjected to a personal 

appearance before the grand jury. John Dean called Henry Petersen, 

Assistant Attorney General in charge of the Criminal Division, and 

requested that Stans' testimony be taken at the offices of the 

Department of Justice rather than before the grand jury. Petersen 

had previously agreed to this arrangement in the case of testimony 

by members of the White House staff. Petersen told Dean that this 

procedure could not be used for Stans, and Dean reported that response 

to Ehrlichman. On Saturday, July 29, 1972 Ehrlichman called Petersen 

and requested that Stans not be compelled to appear before the grand 

jury. Ehrlichman accused the prosecutors of harassing Stans. On 

Sunday, July 30, 1972 Ehrlichman called Attorney General Kleindienst. 

Ehrlichman reported that Petersen had refused to follow his instructions. 

The next day Kleindienst, Petersen and Assistant United States Attorney 

Earl Silbert met in Petersen's office. They agreed that Stans would 

be questioned under oath at the Department of Justice and not before 

the grand jury. On August 2, 1972 Stans was questioned in Petersen's 

conference room. According to Stans, in August the President called 

Stans and told him that he appreciated the sacrifice that Stans was 
\ 
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making in not answering questions for the press and hoped that he could 

continue to take it. 

50.1 Earl J. Silbert statement to the Senate Judiciary 
Committee in response to "A Report to the Special 
Prosecutor on certain aspects of the Watergate 
Affair," March 4, 1974, 27-28 (received from 
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between September 7 and September 15, 1972 the day · 
on which the ·indictment·was returned, nine witnesses 
testified before the grand jury, including John 
Mitchell, .and, for the third time, Jeb Magruder. 

Q • . Response to Criticisms for Not Requiring 
Maurice . Stans to Testify Personally Before 
the Grand Jury and Not Calling · Mr. Stans 
or Mitchell as Witness at .Trial, and Not 

.· Asking Adet,1uate Questions at Trial 

21. The Morgan Report criticizes the fact that 
Maurice Stans did ·not appear "personally before the 
grand jury. (P. 38) The facts to my knowledge are 

· . . as follows: 
. 

On Friday, July 29, 1972, ·---I directed the FBI 
to ~serve.a grand jury subpoena upc;m M~urice . Stans . 
to appear before the ~rand jury the following Tuesday, 
August 1, 1972. That evening, counsel tor the · 
Conmdttee for the ReElection of the President, at 
·an . emergency meeting he requested, strongly objected 
to the proposed grand jmry appearance of Mr. Stans, 
stating it would harm his fund raising efforts. 
At his request, we .changed the date of his appearance 
to Wednesday, August 2, 1972, but explained he would 
have · to appear. · . 

>. After the meeting, Mr. Campbell, Mr. Glanzer, . 
and I discussed the matbar among ourselves. One 
aspect w.e discussed was the appropriateness · of 
serving a subpoena on a person such as Mr. Scans, 
a former cabinet officer, as opposed to inviting 
him ·to appear, the procedure ordinarily followed 
with Senators, Congressman, and other public and 
private officials who upon invitation would be 
expected to appear. More importantly, we discussed 
the potentially harmful affect on our investigation 
by what ·would inevitably .be a highly publicized 
appearance at the grand jury by a person as well 
known as .Mr. Stans. The mounting publ.icity in . 
,this case, we were· concerned,· might hinder the · 
investigation and would very likely provide the 
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defendants with a basis. for delaying the trial, ·· 
a highly undesirable result in view of the enor
mous pressures on-us to bring the case to trial 
as quickly as possible. We reviewed as precedent 
the case of United States v. Sweig, 441 F.2d 114, 
121, n.7 (2d Cir.); cert. denied, 403 U.S. 932 
(1~71) in which former Speaker John McCormack 
did not appea·r before the grand ju _ry but was de
posm in· his own off ice during a criminal inves
tigation whicn was focusing on members of his 
staff, one~ with ' his nephew present. We reached 
no final decision that evening. 

During the week end, I was informed by H.enry ·, 
Petersen that he had received a very strong com
plaint from John Ehrlichman of the White Ho\.i.se about 
the potentially unfair and prejudicial publicity 
generated by appearances of White·House staff .mem
bers and former cabinet officers ·_ before- the grand 
j~ at the United States Courthouse. 

A~er a meeting on Monday, July 31, 1972, of then 
Attorney General Richard Kleindeinst, Mr. Petersen, and 
myself in which this and other aspects of the Watergate 
case were discussed, it was subsequently agreed that 
well known persons such as Mr. Stans and White House 
staff members whose testimony was sought by the grand 
jury would be examined by -an Assistant United -States 
Attorney in the offices of Mr. Petersen at ~he ~ 
,Department of Justice. It was agreed that .this 
examination would be under conditions duplicating 
as nearly as possible examination before the grand 
jury: testimony under oath in question an~ answer 
form, in the presence only of an · Assistant United 
States Attorney and a court reporter who would 
record the proceedings. 'The witness could be 
accompanied by counsel. As before a grand jury, 

-----

however, counsel was not permitted to be present 
dux:i..nJ the exarninaticn but instead would be avail
able in a nearby room to confer with the . witness if 
the latter so desired. Afte~ the examination, the 
transcript of the proceeding prepared by the court 
reporter would be submitted to the grand jury. 
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before the grand jury and he had worked out an arrangement whereby 
they could come to the Department of Justice, be interviewed by the 
prosecutors with counsel present, and then the prosecutor would take 
a sworn statement without counsel present as if it were a secret grand 
jury room and later the prosecutors would read the statement to the 
grand jury. This procedure was followed, as I recall, for Mr. Colson, 
l\!r. Krogh, Mr. Young, Mr. Chapin, and Mr. Stra?han. r When Secretary Stans learned that he was bemg called before the 
grand jury, he expressed a similar outrage and requested a procedure 
like that which had been given to the members of the White House 
staff. I discussed this again with Petersen,.but he said he didn't feel it 
wou!d be possible to follo'_V a ~imi_lar proc~dure. :Mr. S~ans' outrage 
contmued and :finally he raised 1t directly with Mr. Ehrhchman. Ehr
liehma.n asked me why I couldn't do anything with Petersen about this 
and I told him that Petersen had done the best he could but that there 
was nothing he could do about it because the grand jury wanted Stans 
to appear. Ehrlichman would not accept my explanation and .called 
Petersen and was very harsh in telling Petersen that he should honor 
the White House request that Stans not be forced to appear at the court 
house to go before the grand jury. I was present when Ehrlichman 
called Petersen and felt that he was wrong in doing so. I felt that 
Petersen had been more than accommodating and that if he could have 
done it, he would, but obviously the grand jury wanted to see these 
people and Petersen was not happy with the procedures that had been 

L followed with the others. It had merely be~n an accommodation. 
Accordingly, I called Mr. Petersen and apologized for the call that he 
had received from Ehrlichman. 

The only significant matter that I can recall in connection with any 
of the grand jury appearances was in connection with Colson's grand 

35-780 0 - 74 - 37 

jury appearance also. After Colson returned from his grand jury 
interview he sent me a memorandum, a copy of which I have submitted 
to the committee-which he suggested I might wish to send on to the 
prosecutors. I had been present during Colson's interdew with the 
prosecutors before his sworn statement was taken and I did not find 
anything of significance in the memorandum that he had failed to 
cover during his interview. 

[The document referred to was marked exhibit No. 34-18. *] 
Mr. DEAX. I had also received information from Jfogrnder,that he 

had been pressured by Colson and members of Colson's staff into 
authorizing the adoption of Liddy's plans on se,·eral occasions and 
this information was not reflected in the memorandum that Colson had · 
prepared. I felt that the memorandum ,Yas rather self-ser..-insr to Jir. 
Colson and I was not convinced that it was totally factual. ~ 

The memorandum also came to my attention almost a week after 
Colson had sent it to me because, immediately following his appear
ance before the grand jury at the end of August. I hacl gone to San 
Clemente. I advised Colson that I did not know if ernrything in his 
memorandum was consistent with Magruder's testimony, and I 
thought we ought to leaye well enough alone. He agreed. Aceorclingly, 
I filed the document rather than forward it to Jfr. Silbert. . 

•see p. 1100 .. 
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Senator ERVIN. Well, they didn't give him a chance. They didn't 
indict Magruder, and the ~rosecuting attorneys are reported in the 
press to have said the evidence showed that nobody was involved 
except the seven men under prosecution. 

Don't you know that¥ 
}fr. EHRLICJ:OlAN. I know, too, that they had Mr. Sloan's testimony 

before tp.em. He was not believed and in point of fact, you remember 
in the pl'e55, that at the trial, the judge made comments which indicated 
that he did not believe Mr. Sloan. . 

Smator ERVIN. Well, it has turned out since he was telling the 
trut~ I think rather strongly, so they certainly had his testimony that 
Magruder, the Deputy Director, had ordered him to pay this $199,000 
in cash out of. Secretary Stan's secret fund and. that Secretary Stans 

· had told Sloan to comply with the order of Magruder in this respect 
after consultation with Mitchell. · · 

Now,! can understand why they don't find out some things that are 
so out~aeous that they don't believe a party. Didn't Mr. Sloan come 
up and want to tell you about this and you said to him, "I don't want 
to hear anything about it because if I hear anything about it I will 
have to take the executive privilege until after the election." 

Mr. EBRLicmuN. I don't know what it was that Mr. Sloan wanted 
to tell me because after we had talked for a few minutes and I had 
determined that he felt he had some exposure, but that he had not 
talked to !I'll attorney, I told him that it would ~e grossly un~air of me 
to hear him out until he had had an opporturuty to talk with an at-

-torney and take counsel on his own situation. 
Senator ERVIN. You were one of the men in the White House who 

stood in power next to the Presiden~ weren't you? 
Mr. EHRLICHMAN. I worked for the President there; 
Senator ERVIN. Yes, and when an airent, when this treasurer of the 

Finance Committee To Re-Elect the President came and told you he 
wanted to tell you about some things that troubled him you refused to 
listen. · · 

Mr. EHRLICHMAN. Well, I thought I was doing that from his stand
point. Mr. Chairman. 

Duke Sloan has been a young man that I have known well dUrinJ? 
the time he worked in the White House. I didn't want to see him tell 
me something before he had talked to counsel that later on was going 
to prove his undoing, and you see his wife. Debbie, also worked at the 
White House and was well kn:own to my wife and me and I just didn't 
want to see him overreached. 

Senator ERVIN. I have got to go and the time is almost up to go over 
there and vote. . 

rnecess.] 
Senator ERVIN. Before I put another question, I would say that my 

idea is that it is up to the jury to determine whether a witness is telling 
the truth instead of the prosecuting attorney. 

Did vou not call Henry Petersen, the Assistant Attorney General 
of the Criminal Division, who had ?;eneral supervision of this prosecu
tion and ask him not to require former Secretary Maurice Stans to go 
before the grand jury? 
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Mr. EHRLICHMAN. Yes, Mr. Chairman. The circumstances were that 
the-it had come to the President's notice that Secretary Stans was 
going to be asked to appear before the grand jury. He asked me to 
determine if it would be possible for Secretary Stans to gh·e his testi
mony as others had, through the device of a proceeding at the Justice 
Department, a deposition, so to speak, under oath, rather than to run 
the gauntlet at the Federal courthouse. 

L 
The President said that a man who was a former Cabinet officer and 

so .. on. should not be ~ubjected to tha~ kind of a situation. I talked 
with )fr. Dean about 1t and I talked with Mr. Petersen and he agreed 
not to do that. 

Senator ERVIN. As a Democrat with & small "d," I am incapable 
of comprehending why a former Cabinet officer should not have to do 
as all other mortals and go before grand juries and so he did not go, 
did he? 

Mr. EHRLICHl\CA .. -v. He gave his testimony. 
Senator ERVIN. He gave his testimony? 
'Mr. EHRLicHXAN. Excuse me, Mr. Chairman. He gave his testimony 

by deposition. . 
Senator ERVIN. Yes, he gave his testimony in the absence .of the 

grand jury, did he not 1 · _ 
Mr. EHRLICHMAN. Apparently this was a procedure which had been 

established by the-prosecution and a number of other people had done 
likewise. 

Senator ERVIN. As I have observed during these hearings before, 
murder and stealing have occurred in all generations but they have not 
made murder meritorious or larceny legal. · 

·Now, m:v question is. Mr. Former Secretary Stans did not l?O before 
the grand jury, did he1 He gave his testimony in his office, did henoU 

Mr. EHRLICHl\IAN. No, sir-well, I do not know where he gave it. 
Senator ERVIN. Well, he gave his testimony in the absence of the 

grand jury1 · 
Mr. EHRLICHMAN. Yes, I believe he gave it at the Department of 

,Justice. · 
Senator ERVIN. Yes. And by that method, there was nobody there 

to ask him any questions except the prosecuting attorney who held 
office at the pleasure c,f the President. Is that not so? 

Mr. EHRLICHMAN. Well, I do not know who was pre.sent, Mr. 
Chairman. 

Senator ERVIN. Well, you know none of the grand jurors-there 
were 23 grand jurors, I believe under the Federal system, none of the 
g-rand jurors were there, were they! 

Mr. EHRLICHM.AN. I do not believe so. 
Senator ERVIN. So this was a process-- · 
:Mr. EHRLICHM.AN. Unless the foreman W&S there, and I do not lnww 

that. · 
Senator ERVIN. This was a proce$ because Secrebtrv Stans, I 

guess-Shakespeare said about Ceasar what meat our Ceasar eats 
had g-rown so ITTeat but he had eaten such meat that made him so great 
that he did not have to O'O before the grand jurv like ordinarv mortals. 
nnd that procedure m;de it certain that no inonisitirn grand juror 
could ask this man who had had charge of the financing 'of the cam
paign, any embarras.5ing questions, did he not? 
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Mr. PETERSEN. After his appearance befol'e the grand jury. I do not 
know whether--

Mr. DASH. Had he shown some interest prior to that? Of course, I 
think there were three appearances that he had. 

Mr. PETERSEN. Yes, of course, first of all, the statements were at the 
,,11ite House, coming from the ,vhite House that ,John Dean was 
charged with prepanng a report:, and wiiat have you. ,John ·Dean's 
statements that were made. to me were: I am responsible to keep th~ 
President informed and, you know, if I get in there and he asks me a 
que::.--tion, he really chews me out if I do not know the anS'\ve1· and. 
Henry. you have got to keep me posted on these things. They wanted 
to know-if there was going to be a newsworthy item, they would like 
to know about it at or about the time it happened. So to that extent 
I tried to keep him informed of the ultimate facts and w'l1en I did not, 
he would call. 

fl fr. D • .\SH. Right, and, therefore, you did tell him that he had got 
through the grand jury. 

Now, ean you recall a time wh.en Mr. Ehrlichma.n got in touch with 
u concerning the appearance of Mr. Stans before the grand jury l 
Mr. PETERSEN. Yes, sir; I can. 
Mr. D.\SH. Can you briefly tell the committee about that in your own 

words? 
Mr. PETERSEN. I cannot give you the date, Mr. Dash. I think that--. 
Mr. DASH. Approximately what period? 
,}fr. PETERSEN. It is isolated. It was during the summer. It was 

before the indictment. It can be fixed because it was immediately 
before the return date of the subpena that was served on ~Ir. Stans. 

I receh·ed a call at 11 :45 in my home. I was sitting at the kitchen 
table and it was Mr. Ehrlichman and he charP"ed Earl Silbert with 
harassing former Secretary Stans and I told l\'Ir. Ehrlichman that 
Mr. Silbert was not a responsibility, that I had approved of that, and 

• that it was not harassment, that it was true he had been interviewed at 
least twice by the FBI but we simply-I am hesih1.ting because I want 
to be fair to Mr. Stans-basically his testimony, his interviews were 
the same as he gave the committee. Let me put it that way. 

As I recall his appearance up here, there was some question about 
whether the committee believed his statements that he did not know 
what happened to the money, that all he did was collect it. w·e had 
some difficulty, the same difficulty, and we felt that if that was his 
story, that we ought to have it under oath. So to that e:ll..-tent we called 
him basically the third time and it was right--

Mr. DASH. What did l\Ir. Ehrlichman want 1 
Mr. PETERSEN. What did he want? I asked him that question twice 

and he never spelled it out except to stop harassing Mr. Stans and 
I said we were not harassing him and he charged that Earl Silbert 
was acting like a local prosecutor. ,vell, Mr. 'Silbert is a. local pros
ecutor [laughter]. 

Mr. DASH. Did you get the impression that Mr. Ehrlichman was 
_perhaps asking that Mr. Stans be excused from going to the grand 
jury? 

Mr. PETERSEN. Well, that is what he was driving at. I asked him 
twice what he wanted and he never answered other than to say stop 
harassing. I asked him, I sa,id, well, if Stans has a. problem with the 
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subpena, why doesn't his lawyer call him, and he said it was not neces
sa1·y, that Ehrlichman was calling me and we ended up telling him to 
tell his lawyer to call me. . 

:\fr. DAsu. Did )fr. Kleindienst later speak to you about the same 
matter? 

)fr. PETERSEN. )Ir. Kleindienst called me Sunday evening the day 
after and said, are you upset, and I said about what~ He said about 
the Ehrlichman call ... And I said no, I am not upset. I was a little mad 
but it was his mistake, not mine, that I thought it was highly indis
creet, and Kleindienst said, well, what is it all about, and I told him 
that we wanted Stans' testimony under oath and he said, well, why 
don:t you come on down early in the morning. I have got to see 
Ehrlichman about this and you come on, you and Si1be1t come.on 
down and give me a briefin~ and we met, I think it was in iny office 
at 8 o'clock the next mornmg and briefed l\:Ir. Kleindienst on the 
status of the investigation. 

I told him there is no need for you to be concerned about me.No point 
going over to the White House and getting in a fight about. me. He 
cannot do anything to me. We will get his testimony. 

I did discuss with Mr. Silbert and Mr. Kleindienst whether or not 
we should make a concession. One of the concessions that we did make 
was that we would take his testimony and what I described as under 
grand jury conditions, that is, under oath, without his lawyer being 
present, in order to avoid publicity and-- · . 

Mr. DASH. "\-Vere you aware or did Mr. Kleindienst tell you about 
his telephone conversation with Mr. Ehrlichman 1 

:Mr. PETERSEN. No, sir. I never heard of that. Indeed, I did not know 
from whom he had learned of the conversation until very recently. 

l\lr. DASH. You said you did agree on a concession. Could you tell us 
where was l\lr. Stans interrogated i · 

i.J\fr. PETERSEN. He was interrogated in my conference room by the 
prosecutors on the case with a reporter present and no one else; 

Mr. DASH. And not before the grand jury 1 . 
Mr. PETERSEN. No, sir. 
Mr. DASH. Who else, by the way, was given a similar concession 

durin~ the investigation 7 
l\fr. PETERSEN. Colson, Kehrli, and Young. 
Mr. DASH. Colson, Kehrli, and--
Mr. PETERSEN. Young. · 
Mr. D.um. Was this reouested by anybody in the White House? 
Mr. PETERgEN. I think it was requested by ,John Dean in order to 

amid publicity. 
Mr. DAsn. Is there any special reason? Is that thereason, to a ,·oid 

publicity, that ·this concession was gfren to ,,11ite House stafH . 
~fr. PETERSEN. No. I don't think-that is all. Frankly, Mr. Dash, 

one of the most difficult thin:rs I ham had to do since I ham been in 
the .Justice Department are decisions with respect to public officials, 
because the concerns a re tremendous. You err seriously if you don't 
conduct an inwstigation where it should be conducted ·and 1£ you do 
conduct an investi~ation where it should not be, vou do a terrible dis
sen·ice to the public official im·olved. It is no help to sav, well, Mr. 
Public Official, we want you to lmow you have been cleared and we are 
sorry about all the pub11city. That is· a Yery serious thing nnd I have 
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Mr. DoRSEN. During the summer of 1972, were you aware that Pat
rick Gray was making available to John Dean FBI teletypes and 
302's~ 

Mr. KLEIXDIENST. No, sir. The first time I became aware of that was 
in the confirmation hearing of .Mr. Gray to be the permanent Director 
of the FBI. 

Mr. DoRSEN. Had :a-Ir. Dean spoken to you about the possibility of 
the FBI supplying to the White House such documents? 

:Mr. KLErnDIENST . .Mr. Dean raised a question with both myself and 
:Mr. Petersen. Both of us were very quick to tell him that we did not
that we would not give him raw investigative data from FoBI files. I 
to~d him based upon his representation to us.and my belief through~ut 
th1s matter that he was counsel to the President; he represented him 
eontinually. He was dealing strictly with the President, that the Presi
dent hu.d delegated him to more or less be responsible for an overview 
of the_ investigation insofar as it might relate to White House person
nel. I told 11r. Dean that since I had been in the Department of Jus
tice--! hadn't been Attorney General but a week when this fantastic 
situation occurred-that it had always been my policy and one that 
was shared by Attorney General .Mitchell, that only under the most 
restricted circumstances should raw FBI investigatn-e data be given 
to-anybody. I believe I did indicate that we wouldn't mind summariz
ing pertinent information that was relevant to his inquiry orally for 
him so that he could. make a report to the ·President. 'l believe I also 
indicated that if there was a particular file that the President of the 
United States personally wanted to see, that I would be willing to take 
that file personally up t-0 the President, sit down with the President 
and let him look at it and then bring it back. 

G 
Mr. DoRSEN. During the summer of 1972, were you aware or made 

ware .of a Saturday night phone call from :Mr. John Ehrlichman to 
:Ienry Petersen~ . 

Mr. KLE111it'DIENST. In the summer of 1972 ~ 
Mr. DoRSEN. Summer or fall. . .· 
Mr. KLEINDIENST. I do not know if it was an evening call. I became 

aware of a call that Mr. Ehrlichman made to Mr. Petersen I believe 
in the middle of the day, sometime between July 7 or 8 and August 8 
or 9, at a time when I ·was at the Pocono Lake Preserve in Pennsyl
vania with my family on a vacation. I became aware of such a call at 
ili~ti~ . 

Mr. DoRSEN. How did you become a ware of it f 
Mr. KLEINDIENST. I became aware of the call because Mr. Ehrlich

man called me. He started the conversation out, I think, by saying 
either "Dick" or "Geneml," depending on the nature of the conversa
tion how he would address me. He said: "I have just talked to Henry 
Petersen and I am very upset about my conversation with him because 
I gave him an instruction which he refused to follow," and I think my 
first reaction which was again rath er abrupt. and instantaneous was. 
"1Vhat were you doing talking to Henry Petersen in the first place and 
gi\ ·ing him instrn ctions of any kind ?" and he said. '~Xen'r mind that~ I 
asked him to ha\ ·c the FBI and U.S. Attorn cv·s Office not harass Secre
tary Stans with respect to interrogat.ions. not. to harass the Secretary." 

And I said, ,John, you have got to be ont of your mind. "\11rnt did 
)fr. Peters en say to you? Well , I think he said in a polite way he told 
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me to go to you lmow where, and I said, well, Mr. Ehrlichman, I think 
by that time I may hav~ been calling him Mr. Ehrfo:hman, ·I said you 
are awfully lucky Henry Petersen is the kind of man that he is that he 
does not blow off the handle. I said if he resigned today and has a press 
conference and re.t>eated your conversation with him you could prob
ably be involved m an obstruction of justice complaint, and I said 
Hen..7 did exactly what I would expect him to do. Then I remember 
saying to Mr. Ehrlichman I never want you again to call up anybody 
in my Department and give them specific instruction. I said if you have 
something to convey to Mr. Petersen or anybody over there you can 
call me. He said well, I cannot reach you all the time, and I said well, 
John, we have transacted most of our business on the telephone, I had 
a telephone installed up here to be available to you and the President 
or anybody else 24 hours a day. He said I will not agree to that, and I 
. said all right, John, if you will not agree to that I will come down 
Monday, I would like to meet with you and the President, and if the 
P~idel}t tells 1:11e that you h~ve the authority and the power to giye 
specific mstruct10ns to people m the Department of J ust1ce then I will 
submit my resignation. At that point Mr. Ehrlichman then treated the 
matter lightly, do not get excited, I was only kidding, do not worry 
about it, it will never happen again, and I can say to you that it never 
did happen again. -

Mr. DoRsEN. Am I correct that Mr. Stans did not actually appear 
before the grand jury i 

Mr. KLEINDIENST. That is my understanding, 
Mr. DoRSEN. And how did that come about, in view of your con

versation with Mr. Ehrlichman ~ 
Mr. KLEINDIENST. That came about as a result of conferences that 

I had with Mr. Petersen. 
Mr. Petersen said that if you are dealing with persons of high posi

tion, persons of great notoriety or prestige, it is not uncommon, de
pending upon the circumstances, instead of having them appear before 
the grand jury directly, to have them interrogated by nn Assistant 
U.S. Attorney or the U.S. Attorney with -a court reporter and give 
them questions and get answers from them, otherwise the same ground 
rules would apply, they would not have a lawyer with them, their 
attorney could be in the next room, if they wanted to consult with 
their attorney they could step out nnd do that. He said that par
ticularly he saw no objection to it in view of the fact as of that time 
there was no evidence of any kind in our possession that would indi-

L cate culpability or criminal conduct on behalf of Mr. Stans. 
I have had very little experience with the grand jury procedure. 

I authorized . that procedure with respeet to Mr. Stans and I will take 
personal responsibility for it. 

'Mr. DoRSEN. Now, before I ask you your relationship with John 
Ehrlichman in reference to the ,Justice Department during this period, 

· I would like to read a few sentences from John Dean's testimony 
before this committee from page 2308. · 

Throughout the Watergate investigation Haldeman and ,particnlarly Ehrlich> 
man, ha(l complained nhout . )Jr. KleinrliE'nst's pas.<1i\·1> rolt> in th!' inn·~ti1?ntion 
and prosecution. Haldeman :md Ehrlichman were both aware ot the strained 
relationship between Kleindienst and the White House. I knew that Ehrlichmau 
was riding hard on the Justice Department in nn effort to undermine lir. 
Kleindienst. I also knew from conferences with Kleindienst be bad little nfree
tion tor Mr. Ehrlichman. 
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Commencing early in July of 1972, on three occasions, he voluntarily 
submitted himself to inquiries and discussions with FBI agents con
cerning the Watergate break-in and the Presidential election campaign. 

[J On August 2, 1972, Mr. Stans voluntarily appeared and gave sworn 
testimony to the assistant U.S. attorney for use before the Watergate 
grand jury here in Washington, D.C. 

Subsequently, Mr. Stans voluntarily appeared before the staff of 
the House Ban.king and Currency Committee and gave information 
with respect to campaign finances and cooperated ,,ith thatcommitt<ie. 

On six different occasions, in addition to submitting the official 
reports required of the committee, Mr. Stans gave affidavits 'and dis
cussed matters with representatives of the General Accounting Office 
concerning campaign finances and activities. He did everything he 
could to clarify matters. 

Again voluntarily, he went to New York and appeared before the 
U.S. attorney handling the grand jury investigations into the Vesco 
contribution to the campaign. He then also voluntarily appeared on 
two· occasions before that grand jury and fully and candidly and 
completely testified as to the matters known to him to the best of 
his abilit:y. 

In addition, on three occasions, he has_given depositions in the civil 
litigation arising out of the campaign. He has also testified for the 
litigation in Florida, a criminal case down there. . 

Subsequently, he appeared before the staff of this committee and 
on two occasions, gave them information concerning the campai~ 
activities and finances, and he fully intended to appear voluntanly 
before this committee and to give it all the cooperation and assistance 
that he could. . 

However, on May 10, the United States of America, of which this 
committee is a _part, a coordinate branch, changed the whole situation. 
It brought an mdictment against Mr. Stans, charging him with very 
serious crimes arisin~ out of the campaign and his duties as chairman 

' of the finance committee. · 
As you know, Mr. Stans pleaded innocent. · 
Now, Mr. Stans is before this committee under subpena, with a 

direction to testify about his function as chairman of the Committee 
To Re-Elect the President. Inevitably, directly or indirectly, this 
hearing will influence any jury which might be called to hear the case 
in New York. This places Mr. Stans in an iippossible position nnd a 
completely unfair one. Under our constitutional system and the 
fundamental laws of this land, an accused is entitled to a fair trial by 
an impartial jury, unimpeded by a deluge of publicity. In other words, 
as the Supreme Court said in Estes v. Texas, the concept of due process 
of law entitled the defendant to "both judicial serenity and calm." . 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the inevitable Kleig light of publicity which 
will result from Mr. Stans' appearance here would preclude any ju
dicial serenity and calm at the trial now set, as I say., for Sept.ember 11 
in New York. It would nlso tend to deny him the possibility of nn 
impartial jury of the kind guaranteed by the si.xth amendment. To 
paraphrase the language of the Supreme Court in De/,aney v. U.S. 
(199 F. 2d. 107, 1st cir., 1952), Mr. Stans' appenrnnce before this 
committee and the television and other news media related thereto 
would accomplish additional im·estigntion and extensh~e ptiblicity 
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Senator GuRNEY. Have you ever discussed this Watergate affair 
or any aspect of it with the President of the United States? 

Mr . STANS. Only in the sense that the President and I met once 
during the campaign and I had one telephone call from him, both in 
August . 

Senator GURNEY. Both when? 
Mr. STANS. In August of last year, in which he said that he was 

aware of the fact that I was receiving considerable punishment in 

U
he press for not answering their questions at the time. He said that 

appreciated the sacrifice I was making in that respect but the 
atter would be over eventually, and he hoped that I could continue 
take it. It was a pep talk, in other words, and that was the substance 
the discussion over the telephone. 
Now, in the subsequent meeting about 10 days later in his office 

in the Executive Office Building I talked about some of the problems 
on fundraising with him, the pending nationwide dinner which was 
going to take place in September at which he was going to participate, 
and matters of that type but there was no discussion of the Watergate, 
of coverup or any subject of that type with the President. 

Senator GuRNEY. Do you know from any information from anybody 
else whether the President of the United States had any knowledge 
of Watergate or the coverup? 

Mr. STANS. I have absolutely no such information. 
Senator GURNEY. Thank you, Mr. Stans. 
That is all, Mr. Chairman. 
Senator ERVIN. Senator Inouye. 
Senator INOUYE. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Mr. Secretary, a few moments ago you testified that you had met 

with Mr. Mitchell on June 23 and yesterday you suggested that it 
was possible you met with Mr. Mitchell on June 24. The break-in 
was on the 17th of June. On the 18th I believe all of the major papers 
in the United States had banner headlines about the Watergate 
break-in and you learned about that for the first time. Then, on the 
23d of June you testified you received a call from Mr. La.Rue, I 
believe. Then, there were other banner headlines about moneys being 
traced through a bank and hundred dollar bills all over the place 
and the security chief of the Committee To Re-Elect the President 
being arrested as one of those found in the Watergate complex. Last 
week one of your associates, Mr. Sloan, testified that he was quite 
apprehensive about an $81,000 cash disbursement to Mr. Llddy and 
he testified that he conferred ",ith you on this matter and wanted 
some indication from you that Mr. Magruder was authorized to make 
these cash payments. So you indicated that you would look into this, 
and on June 24 you had a meeting with Mr. Mitchell, the Attorney 
General. 

Now, upon your return from the meeting this is what Mr. Sloan 
testified to, and I am quoting from the testimony: · 

By "he" he means you, sir, "He returned from that meeting with 
Mr. Mitchell and he confirmed that Mr. Magruder continued to h1we 
this authority that I should pay these funds and with regard to my 
question of concern about his purpose he said 'I do not want to know 
and you do not ,vant to know'." 

Do you recall this, sir? 
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51. John Ehrlichman has testified that on July 31, 1972 Ehrlichman, 

John Dean and Attorney General Kleindienst met and discussed whether 

Jeb Magruder was involved in the break-in at the DNC and that shortly 

thereafter Ehrlichman discussed the meeting with the President. 

Kleindienst has testified he does not recall the meeting. In August, 

1972, after Magruder's testimony before the grand jury investigating 

the break-in at the DNC headquarters, Dean called Assistant Attorney 

General Henry Petersen t:o find out how Magruder had done when testi

fying. Petersen called Assistant United States Attorney Silbert and 

discussed Magruder's testimony. Petersen has testified that he told 

Dean that while Magrude1'. was a very articulate young man, nobody 

believed Magruder's story that he did not know the purposes for which 

campaign funds had been spent. 
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-;;·nrD ., ~v- • -r:, ·y zo , 9·7·, ~~_._J_w_~"!: .!. r., 

8:00 
8: 15 
11: 10 
l l :4c5 
12: 15 
2:00 
4::00 

HRH o.fEi.c•= 
Ro0s3veit Room 
Pre-=:id-=r~.t 
Pre::;id.ent, £"Layo= -~·-la.lteste~, Joh:,_ Gunth~~ 
Bud Krogh, David G,.L.ming 

. Marie Byers (Life) 
Friend3 of Richa=::l Ni;,on Semi:ia= - EOB Con£erence Room 

SATURDAY. JULY 29 - SUNDAY. TuLY 30, i972 

5:30 To Camp David 

MONDAY, ,JULY 31, 1972 

8:00 
8:15 
9:30 
ll:15 

- ~30 

' 2:00 
2:30 
3:45 
4:15 
7:20 

HRH office 
Roosevelt Room 
Peter Flanig~n 
Car at west baaement 
At Justice - AG Kleindienst, . John Dean. 
Lunch at Justice 

· Secretary Hodgson, Ken Cole 
Rooseve-1.t Room - p. r. group 
Peter Flanigan, Ken Cole, Jon Rosa 
Troika 
Youth reception - Mess {Jeb rvlagruder) 

TUESDAY, AUGUST l, 1972 

8:00 
8:15 
9:00 
9:15 

. 11 :00 

2:30 
3:00 
4:00 
7:30 

(6:30 

HRH office 
Roosevelt Room 
Car at we.st basem-ent 
Jack Kemp group of Fresh..T..en Congressmen ·- H-139 Capitol 
HR?.:, i.\fa.cGregor, Mitchell, Colson, Harlow, Ti.m...-rr.ons 
248 . EOB - Flaniga.'1., ::.-ailroad people 
Sena.tor George Sm::i.thers 
B 1 ,..,.., t -- ':\ K · . C 1 oo .tee ~r, Harper, .1.v.1.orey, 0.1.e 

Blair Eouse dinner hosted by Sec. and l,Irs. Rich~rdson fo.i.
Soviet H:ealth 2V!i:nister and Mrs. Bo~l.!3 Petrov.sky 
(b1.1s1.ness suit anc cocktail ~.:-esse3) 
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I think you recognized that. · . . 
Mr. EHRLICHl\IAN. I recall the last page of the second. I think that 

is my chopmark on the rest of it, although I don't have any present 
recollection of it. · · . 

The third one, Mr. Silbert's internal memorandum in the Justice 
Department, has been shown to me, but I can't vouch for it. 

Mr. ERVIN. I will admit the first two papers as exhibits and the 
reporter will number them appropriately as such. .· . 

[The documents referred to were marked exhibits Nos. 90 and 91.*] 
Senator ERVIN. The third I will have marked for identification, but 

will not be admitted at this time. 
[The document referred to was marked exhibit No. 92 for identi-

fication 'only and not for publication.] . · 
Mr. DASH. I do have other questions that I will not ask at this 

point. I have no :further questions at the present time. 
Senator ERVIN. Mr. Thompson. . . . 
Mr. THOl\IPSON. Mr. Chairman, I do have one or two lines that I 

would like to pursue, and then with the chairman's permission, per
. haps after the members of the committee have questioned the witness, 
I'll return to other lines. 

Mr. Ehrlichman, I understand that as of June 18, you knew that 
Mr. · Hunt and Mr. Liddy had in fact broken into the DSC or al
legedly so and also that they were members of the White House staff. 
Is that correct~ 

Mr. EnRLICHl\IAN. No, I don't believe so, Mr. Thompson. I think that 
sometime on the 19th, Mr. Dean told me about Liddy's involveme~t. 
The only connection that I had with regard to Hunt was this call 
from the Secret Service that said that his name had been in the pos
session of one of the people caught in the Democratic headquarters 
and that the card or the paper or whatever it was, said "1Vhite House" 
on it. 

Now, it wasn't very many days after that before the link was made, 
I guess. but as of that day, I don't think I knew that. · 

l\Ir. Tno :MPSON. l\lr. Dean has testifie.d that Liddy also told him 
that l\fogruder was involved in some way, that Magruder pushed him. 
Also, Mitchell and LaRue and M:ardian testified that they got essen
tially the same information from Liddy on June 21, I believe. vVas 
any of this information imparted to yon in June of 1972 concerning 
l\fr. )fagruded 

~, r. EHRLICIIl\UN. I can't say, :Mr. Thompson, whether it was or 
not. There came a time when there was a fe~ling that, at least on my 
part, based on what the-on what :Mr. Dean was telling me about the 
unfolding- of this thing, that Mr. l\fagruder may have had some in-. 
rnhement, and that culminated in a meeting with the Attorney Gen
eral at the end of ,July, on the 31st of July, where Magruder was 
specifically discussed. Rut just where in there I acquired information, 
I can't tell you. . 

Mr. Tno:l:CPSON. When you acquired this information, did you dis
cuss this information with the President 1 

:Mr. EnRT,ICIBIAN. "\Yell, as I say, I can't say in the interim. I do 
recall .discussing with the President the comments of the Attorney 
General and Mr. Dean arising out of om' meeting on ,T uly 31. 

•see pp. 2643 nnd 2646. respectively. 
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l\Ir. TnmrPsox. Do you recall approximately when this conversa· 
tion took place? 

I . :l\Ir. Enm,r cIDL\X. It :rnnld have been. within a day or two after 
Uli.a.t-It would have been m the first week m August. 

:l\fr. Tnmrrsox. First ,yeek in August--
:\Ir. EnRLICI-DIAX. Yes, sir. 
l\f r. Tno:\IPSON. "\Vas the first occasion? 
:l\fr. Enm .ICH:\L\N. I cannot say the first occasion, but it is the one 

that I have a recollection of. 
l\fr. THO)IPSOX. :Mr. Ehrlichman, let me mad to you the President's 

statement of :l\Iay 22, again which has been previously referred to, 
and give you a quotation from that statement. The President says: 

I wanted justice done with regard to Watergate hut in the scale of national 
priorities with which I had to deal, and not at that time ha,ing any idea of 
the extent of political abuse which Watergate r eflected, I also had to be deeply 
concerned with enduring, in suring that neither covert operations of the CIA 
nor the operations of the special im·estigations unit should be compromised . 

:l\fr. E11m,1c10L\X. Excuse me, Mr. Thompson, could you tell me 
where vou are readinq from? I cannot quite hear you. 

)fr. 
0

TIIO)IPSox. That is on page 5 of the President's statement of · 
i\Iav 22. 

:l\lr. Enm,rcFDL-\X. Thank you. 
Mr. TumrPsox. It is the last full paragraph. 
Mr. EnnLICH)rAx. Right. 
Mr. TnmrPSON. All right. 
Therefore, I in structed :\Ir. Haldeman and Mr. Ehrlichman to insure that the 

im·estigation l)f the break-in not expose either an unrelated co, ·ert operation 
of the CL\ or th e a ctivitie s of the ""bite Hl)u se in,e stigations unit, and to see 
that this was personally coordinated between General "'alters, Deputy Director 
of the CIA. )Ir. Gray of the FBI. It certaiuly ,ms not my intent or my wish that 
the inn •stigation of the ,Yatergate break-in or of related acts be impeded in 
any way. 

Is that correct? "\Vere you in fact given those instructions? 
Mr. E1mLICIDL\N. "\Ye· were asked to meet with the CIA people in 

the month of ,June, and l\Ir. Haldeman and I did that. At a point in 
time , I think some months in advance of the ,vatergate break-in , the 
,President had made it rnry clear to me that the ,yhole special unit 
activity was, he felt, impressed with the highest level of security clas
sification. It simply \\·as not to be talked about and I had passed that 
along to Young and Krogh and others. But I do not recall ever talk
ing to either the CIA people or Mr. Gray about investigations which 
might lead to the special unit as such. 

)fr. TnO:\rrsox. Prior to the break-in? 
)fr. EnnLICIDI.-\X. Either prior or subsequent, for that matter. , 
:Mr. Tuo:\rrsox. Yon talked on .June 23-you had a discussion with 

Mr. Helms and )fr. ,valters, did you not 1 
l\Ir. Em:LICH)rAN. But it did not relate to the activities of the spe-

cial unit with regard to the Pentagon Papers or anything like that. 
l\fr. Tno'.\n'SON. But it related to CIA activities1 
:Mr. EnRLICIDL\N. Yes. sir. 
Mr. Tnmrrsox. Of COtll'Se, the President refers in his statement to 

both CIA activities. 
)fr. Em:LH"IDL\X. Anet as I say, I can say that we had the one~

ing with the CL\. on the 1st. I cfo not rect{ll any conversations or ef-
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Is this a fair stat ement of your relationship with Mr. ·Ehrlichman? 
Mr. KumrnrnNST. I think the last statement l\Ir. Dean made at that 

time would have been subjective in rn.!.tnre. I do not think I had a feel
ing one way or the other in that way about Mr. Ehrlichman. I had 
had, generally speaking, a satisfactory working relationship with 
Mr. Ehrlichman. He had a very difficult assignment and role to :ful
fill on behalf of the President of the United States. I often wondered 
how ,John Ehrlichman could rPally take onto himself the multitudi
nous chores and responsibilitie s that he did. I made it a point to the 
extent possible to ,vork with and get along with everybody at the 
1Vhite House and indeed, in the Gornrnment, as a meuns by which I 
would discharge my responsibility in the Gm·crnment. 

I did not know-nobody told me that I was not getting along with 
the 1Vhite House. I have a per sonality and personality characteristics 
which people tel1 me can sometime s be irritating and I am sorry about 
that and I suppose I could hum irritated people up tlwre from time to 
time. So far as a passive role at thl' Department of .Justice. the decision 
that I made on ,June 17 when I became aware of this in terms of my 
role as the Attorney General was l'SSentia11y this: That I should not do 
anything more or less in this as a major i1westigation than I would in 
any other case. In every other case that I e\·et· was inrnlved in at the 
Department. of ,Justice of a criminal nature, I looked to l\Ir. Henry 
Petersen to be primarily responsible for the direction of the 
in rnstigation. . 

·And let me say this about Mr. Petersen. I believe that Hemy Peter
sen is the finest career lawyer that this country has ever had. In -P,!.) 
years of association with hirn I found him to be "intelligent, fair. conra-:'. 
geous, honest, dedicated to the administration of our criminal justice 
laws and I suppose that of all of the people that I was associated there 
with who would be under me in the Department I respected him more, 
looked to him more for achice and counsel, relied upon him more, and 
thanked the L0t·d constantly th ere was a man like Henry Petersen. 

)ly admiration for him was such. I befo~,·c Henry PetN-sen is the 
first. cnreer lawyer in the Departinent of ,Justice who was e,·er 
appointed by the President to be an Assistant .Attorney General and I 
thought it was a great compliment to his career of sen·ice. Con&
quent lyi on any other, as I did on any other criminal matter, I looked 
to Henry Petersen , I probably saw him sen•ml times a day. I did not 
absol rn myself of the ultimate responsibility as the Attorn ey General 
in th e matter but I relied upon Henry and I got information from 
Henry Petersen. 'With the exception of one event, I ne, ·er talked to 
Mr. Silbert, Mr. Glanzer, Mr. Campbell or the U.S. Attorney, I nen'r 
gave them any direction. If ther e was a policy matter )Ir. Petersen · 
would snbmit to me which ·was proper for me to discharge as the 
Attorney General, I made those decisions. If they were right , I will 
take the credit for it and if they were wrong I wiHtake the responsi
bility for it. That could have been to people at the 1Vhite House a 
passin• , role in the ,vatergate case. It is the role that I tried to pursue 
while I was there until Sunday, April 15, 1973. 

,--trr. Domn,;x. I would like to tum to a meeting that took place among · 
I ~?!1;. Mr. Dean, and Mr. Ehrlich man on July 31, 1972. Do you recall 

that meeting~ .· · 
~fr. Krn1xnrnNsT. Mr. Dean, Mr. Ehrlichman, and myself? 
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Mr. DoRSEX. Yes. 
l\f r. KLEINDIB~ST. 'Without something else to prod my memory I 

have no recollection of that. 
l\fr. DoRSEX. V\Tell, I wiU read from page 5285 of Mr. Ehrlichman's 

testimony before this committee: 
Then• <·ame a time when there was a feeling that, at least. on my part, l,ase<I 

upon what l\Ir. Dean was telling me alJout the unfolding of this thing, that l\Ir. 
l\Iagruder may have had some involvement and that culminated in a meeting 
with the Attorney General at the end of .July, on .Tulr 21, where llagrucler was 
specifically discussed, but just where in there I acquired information I can't 
tell you. 

:Mr. KLEINDIENST. I have no recollection of any such meeting. The 
only recollection I ham of anybody. ernr sayin~ a~1ything to me 
about l\Ir. Magruder was l\Ir. Peterscns charactenzation to me after 
he appeared before the grand jury as a witness, that he said, )Iagrnder 
just barely, you know, got by. As a result of our conversation, I 

ered he meant by that that he didn't sound like a credible witness. 
wen~r, there was no other evidence available to the U.S. Attorney 

to contradict what he said and that is the only characterization of Mr. 
Magruder that I heard. 

Incidentally, Mr. Dorsen, let me make another gratuitous statement, 
if I may, and that is about these three young lawyers in the U.S. 
Attomey's Office who conducted this inn'stigation. To me those three, 
along with :Mr. Petersen. are the unsung heroes of the 1Yntergate case. 
I think a lot of people should be given a lot of credit, the Senate, the 
press, .Judge Sirica, but there haven't been very many people around 
talking about these career people in my Department. 

These three young men were career lawyers. I believe that they are 
all Democrats. They were there before we came in. They were ~iven 
this assignment Ly 'the U.S. Atto1·m.'.\. and the.\· were nP,.C'r interrered 
with. Under very difficult r-ircnmstances, the obvious political notoriety 
of it, the problems with respect to the ptess, the interest of the Nation 
with respect to this terrible, reprehensible ewnt that had occurred, 
imposed upon thesP vonng mPn a burden that few prosecutors. I think, 
have t>ver had. I had complete faith in them throughout this thing. I 
do today. And I hope someday that they will get the recognition that · 
they rPally deserve for conducting a thorough, comprehensive investi
gation. 

And let me conclude my gmtuity by this remn1·k. that this case, it 
seems to me. was ultimatelv broken not 'In- :\ln~rnder ·and 1fr. Dean 
going to the Senate, or the press, or the 1udgc. but by going to the 
U.S . .Attorney's Office in the District of Columbia, to )fr. Silbert, )[r. 
Glanzer, and l\Ir. Cam1)bell. and giving thL·m the information that 
really had unfolded this and brought us to the point where we are 
today. 

Excuse the interruption but I wanted to make that testimony for 
some very fine men that I admire very much. 

Mr. Dimi;:Ex. A1l 1·ight, l\fr. ICleindienst. 
I would like to mon' ahead to FeLruarv 22. 197i3. nnd to your meet

ing with the Presicll'nt on that day and ask you if you can summarize 
for the eommittee what occurred. . 

Mr. Kr.F.IXOIEXST. Fehruarv 22. 197:~. 
M:r. DoRSEX. Corrl'ct. • 
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might not stand up if indicted. I recall Haldeman asking me if I 
thought Magruder would stand up if indicted and I said no. I have 
always assumed it was a Presidential decision to keep }fagruder on 
at the reelection committee. Following the decision, Ehrlichrrian and 
Haldeman indicated a greatly increased interest in )Iagrucler's prob
lems. They ·were aware of the strategy to stop the iirrnlvement at 
Liddy, because I reported to them on the story that )lagruder would 
tell, that is, that he did not know what Liddy was doing. They fre
quently asked me how Magruder was doing in relationship to the 
FBI and grand jury investigation. I also had calls from }Ir. Larry 
Higby as to .:\Iagruder's status. 

I do not know when I first learned of )Iagruder's proposed testi
mon v, but I did not know that it had alreadv bePn formnlated when I 
first.heard it. I informed Haldeman and Ehrlichman of the storv. "'\Ye 
discussed it and no one was sure it would hold up. This discussi~n did 
occur before Mitchell resigned. "'\Ve, of course, knew that it was a fab
ricated story. ·when I later learned that Mr. Porter would corroborate 
Mr. Magruder's testimony, I informed Haldeman and Ehrlichman of 
that. I had never heard Mr. Magruder's story ,in full detail until just 
before his grand jury appearance, in mid-August 1972, when he asked 
me if I would be a devil's advocate and question him before he went 
before the grand jury. Magruder came to my office, as I recall, the day 
before his second grand jury appearance. He told me he had made the 
decision himself as to how he was going to handle his testimony and 
wanted me to ask him any and all questions I could think of. I spent 
about an hour or more questioning him. Shortly after I had this ses
sion with :Magruder, Hig·by called me to tell me that )Iagruder had 
been to see him, to let Haldeman know he was ready. · 

1 ollowing :Magruder's appearance before the g-rand jury I received 
a call from Higby requesting information for Haldeman as to how· 
Magruder had done before the grand jury. I subsequently called )fr. 
Petersen, who said he would find out and call me back. Petersen called 
back and said he had made it through by the skin of his teeth. I called 
Haldeman and so informed him, and subsequently informed )fitchell 
and Magruder. I recall that Haldeman was ,·ery pleased, because this, 
f course. meant that the investigation would not go beyond Liddy. 

n early September Paul O'B:vien came to my office ari'd informed me 
that there was an outstanding subpena for )Iag-rnder's diary. O'Brien 
said that Magruder's diary reflected the meetings in )Iitchell's office 
in January and February with Liddy, :Magruder. Dean. and )Iitche1l. 
O'Brien also informed me that there ·1rnd been discussion of destroying 
or altering the diary, but he did not think much of that. I agreed that 
to alter it would be impossible because it would be discorered by the 
FBI laboratory. . 

I remember talking with 'Magruder and asking- him why he kept a 
diary-being somewhat facetious. I told Magruder that he shonld talk 
with l\Ir. l\Iitchell about this, because he was probably going to have 
to turn the diary over. 

Long before the matter of Magruder's diary had arisen, I had talked 
with Mitchell about the meetings in ,January and Febrnary in his 
office. I told ,him that should ,it ever be necessarv. I would testify that 
I knew that he had not approYed anything at these meeting-s. It was 
after the matter of )fagrnder's diary bc.>ing suhpc.>nned and )fagruder 
again being recalled to the grand jury that )lite.hell requested that I 
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l\Ir. PETERSEN. I was not aware at all of the Dean meetings until H 
recent disclosures. I was aware that )Ir. Gray was in touch with M 
'Walters to try and detenniue whether or not there was any CIA ii 
volvement in connection with the .Mexican transactions. 

Mr. DASH. And he later-
Mr. PETERSEN. That is all. 
Mr. D,\SH . .And he later reported to you he learned there was n 

CIA involvement1 
l\fr. PETERSEN. That is right. 
l\Ir. DASH. Now, did you ever discuss with Mr. --
Mr. Pm'ERSEN. l\lr. Dash, I guess I ought to qualify that. I thin 

that is in the record, that there is some CIA assistance with respec 
to E. Howard Hunt and there may have been-but on the direct ques 
tion with respect to the Mexican transaction, no. 

Mr. DAsII. Yes, and Mr. Petersen, I am confining these question: 
now to the very early period within actually a week or so after th 
break-in. I think the testimony before the committee is that l\Ir. Helm 
spoke to l\Ir. Gray on June 22 and said there was no CIA involvemen 
and the meetings between Mr. Haldeman, l\Ir. Ehrlichman, Amba.5.5a 
dor Helms, and )Ir. 1Valters was on June 2:3, and then shortly after 
wards, in fact, on the same day, on June 23, General 1Valters spoke t< 
1\Ir. Gray. It is in that area, that time period, that I am directing mJ 
questions. . -

Mr. PETERSEN. I had no such instructions. -
nl:r. DAsu. Did you ever discuss with Mr. Dean, :Mr. Magruder'~ 
lappearance before the grand jury~ 

1\fr. PETERSEN. John Dean called me at the time of Magruder'f 
appearance before the grand jury and asked how :Magruder made out. 
I did not know and I called Earl Silbert and he said, well, you know. 
a$ you all know, he is a very articulate young man and he described 
him, he made a good witness in his own behalf, but, Henry, nobody 
believes the story about the money. And, you lmow, that is-in those · 

s are what I told Mr. Dean. · 
. DAsn. Did you know what that was all about 1 

l\Ir. PETERSEN. ·well, we ,vere focusing on the money, l\Ir. Dash. 
Maybe it is a poor boy syndrome but we could not imagine how $350,-
000 was just tossed out and nobody wants to know where it went or 
what it was used :for and, of course, the grand jury had the poor boy 
syndrome, too, I guess. They could not understand that either. 

Mr. DAsH. ,v ere you a ware of the fact that .::\Ir. Sloan told the prose
cutor, l\fr. Silbert, of Mr.1\fagn1der's effort to ha rn him pick a different 
sum of money that he paid to :\Ir. Liddy~ . 

~:Ir. PETEm,EX. I was not aware of it at the time. I wa.s subsequently 
aware of that and. of course, talked to Earl Silbert about it and they 
went into the grand jury. . · 

l\Ir. Ihsn. You say subsequently. ,v as that prior to the indictment·? 
Mr. PETF.HSEX. I think after , Mr. Dash, but what it came down to is 

it was one on one. There it was a conflict. Sloan was a good witness in 
other respects. · · 

Mr. lhsn . .Actually, you said that. )fr. Dean called you about how 
:Mr. :Ma~rucler made out. This was, I take it, after his final appearance 
before the gnmd jury1 
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was not telling the truth, but for a prosecutor we have to go beyond 
that. ,ve did not have any evidence to suggest it. He got on: the stand, 
told his story, told his story to the grand jury. We could not refute it. 
I did not like the story but I did not have any evidence. All I could 
say is it does not add up . 

..,. ... ..,enator INOUYE. Mr. Dean in a statement before this committee 
testified that he ca1led you after Mr. Magruder's appearance before 
the grand jury in August of 1972. Did he callyou,sid 

Mr. PETERSEN. Yes, sir, he did. 
Senator lNou1."E. He further testified that he asked vou how Mr. 

Magrudet·~s testimony went and you were supposed to ha\-e responded 
that Mr. Magruder had made it through "by the skin of his teeth." 

Mr. PETERSEX. That is not correct. I remember the conversation very 
wel1 because, l did not know the answer when Dean ca11ed. I had to 
call Silbert. I did call Silbert and Silbert said. he is an articulate 
young man. He made a good appearance, good witness in his own· 
behalf, but nobody belie,·es the story about the money. But there is 
no-the grand jury did not. They just-they were-again, that over
states it but they were uncomprehending how such a large sum of 
money could be gi,·en to a man and he had no requirements to file . 
records or to account for it or explain to his superiors how it was spent. 
and that is the statement that I gave to )fr. Dean. He made a good 
witness but the grand-nobody l>elierns his money story. And that was 
where we were focusing- our efforts. That is where we were concerned 
because the records had been destroyed. 

Senator INOUYE. I will read the full paragraph and if I may han~ 
your comments. 

Following llagruder's appearance before the grand jury I received a <"811 from 
Higby requesting information for Haldeman as to how llagrnder had done 
before the grand jury. I subsequently called llr. Petersen who said he would find 
out and call me back. Petersen called back and said he had made it through i,~· 
the skin of his teeth . I called Haldeman and so informed him and rnbseqnently, 
informed llitchell and llagruder. I recall that Haldeman was ,·ery pleased 
because this meant that the inYestigation would not go beyond Liddy. 

Mr. PETERSEN. I mean. I ha, ·e no commeiit except that the obstruc
tion was successful, Senator. I mean, that is what it was. ,ve had lying 
witnesses, and, of course, that is the problem with the forthcoming 
prosecution. You have got people who haxe lied two or three times 

...,_.._~roath. 
enator INOUYE. In J ulv of 1972, soon after the break-in. )fr. Alfred 

Baldwin, who was in the.hotel, I believe advised the prosecutors that . 
on May 30 two bugs had been placed in the Democratic National 
Committee headqua11ers. · . · 

Mr. PETERSEN. I am not sure of that. Senator. 
Senator !Nou1:."E. And after the arrest thev found one bug in Larry 

O'Brien's telephone. Mr. Baldwin had notified your prosecutors that 
the other one was in Mr. Spencer Olinw's telephone. For some rMson 
that telephone was not searched. 

On September 13 the C. & P. Telephone Co. made a sweep and found 
this bug and a few days later the Vice President of the Fnited States 
and the Attorney Genernl sugg-ested that this hug- hnd hem placed in 
there by Democrats to confnS{' the issue and embarrass the 
Republicans. 
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Senator Hart. Would you have any notes that might 

enable you to be more precise on that? 

Mr. Silbert. No, I don't. I have checked on that, . 

51 

Senator, and whatever notes I would have basically I have 

turned all of my materials over to the Special Prosecutor. 

But with respect to post-indictment conversations with Sloan, 

that I would not have kept notes about that and I know that 

this conversation which I have just alluded took place not 

before the return of the indictment, as I recall, but after, 

that is, whether or not he should take the Fifth.· It was 

in a pre-trial context of getting his testimony ready and 

I would not have taken notes. 

Senator Hart. Magruder testified before the Grand Jury. 

What were the circumstances of Mr. Petersen calling you to 

find out how Magruder had done? 

Did you know he was calling at John Dean's request? 

Mr. Silbert. No. 

Senator Hart. Or he was going to tell John Dean whatever 

evaluations you gave him? 

Mr. Silbert. The answer to both of those questions, 

Senator, is no. 

Senator Hart. Dean testified that Petersen told him 

Magruder had, this is a quote, "Made it through by the skin 

of his teeth.I' Mr. Petersen testified that you said, Henry, 

nobo<ly helieved him ahout the money. 
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What is your recollection of what . you said? 

Mr. Silbert. I don't recall using the phrase "the 

skin of the teeth~ at all. That is not an expression I 

normally use. 

52 

I don't recall actually putting it as strongly as 

nobody believed hirn. My recollection is basically what I 

think what I put in my prosecutive memorandum, that there 

were problems because of, the way I would put it, the disturbi11g . 

vagueness of his testimony, and he had an explanation for 

that and he gave it to the Grand Jury and I think their 

reaction was the same as mine, you know, it was vague, and 

perhaps to use Mr. Petersen's phrase, it may have been our 

joint "poor boy ~ syndrome. 

M~gruder kept saying that and he was examined at 

length about this in the Grand Jury. Well, did you get 

any accounting from Liddy for this $250,000 authorization? 

Not really. Why not? He was the expert in these matters. 

I was interested in advertising. That was my skill. If 

you ask me about advertising, how money was spent, I kept 

close tabs on that because I know and I am familiar with it. 

But investigations, intell i gence, I don't know anything 

about that. · 

That was Mr. Liddy's expertise or area of expertise 

and he and I didn't get along, I . was afraid of him, we 

operated on a different premise, we didn't communicate that 
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Well, and $250,000 was not that important to me. I was 

dealing with $35 ~illion, $10 million for advertising. 

53 

And as I said, there was a vagueness about that testimony 

and that is what I tried to relay, I believe, to Mr. Peter-

sen. 

There was a disturbing vagueness about his testimony 

but that we had nothing substantive to counteract it to show 

that it was wrong, to show it was false or it was inaccurate. 

Senator Hart. Ultimately, though, you decided to 

use Magruder as a key trial witness? 

Mr. Silbert. Well, Senator, you put that phrase "key• 

on it. He was a witness. We did rely on him toqether with 

Porter,to explain how Liddy got that money. But, for 

exampl~, . in my closing argument, which was 63 pages long, 

I think I referred to Magruder once. So that how you classify 

a witness "key" or not "key,• you know that is a question of 

judgment, Senator. 

Senator Hart. In light of this magnificent hindsight 

I am engaging in, would you have done it the same way? 

Mr. Silbert. If I knew he was committing perjury? 

Of course, not. 

Senator Hart. At the trial Judge Sirica elicited 

from Mr. Sloan testimony substantially as follows: 

Sloan said when Magruder asked him to pay substantial 

sums to Liddy, Sloan checked with his boss, Mr. Stans. 
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52. At the end of August 1972 John Ehrlichman met with the· 

President and discussed what public statements the President should 

make about the White House and CRP involvement in the June 17th break

in. The President decided that he would state that there was no in

volvement of present White House employees. On August 29, 1972 in 

a press conference the President stated that John Dean, under the 

President's direction, had conducted a complete investigation of all 

leads that might involve any present members of the White House 

staff or anybody in the Government • . The President said, "I can say 

categorically that his investigation indicates that no one in the 

White House staff, no one in this Administration, presently employed, 

was involved in this very bizarre incident." John Dean has denied 

conducting that investigation. The President also stated that the 

FBI and the Department of Justice had had the total cooperation of 

the White House and that CRP was continuing its investigation. 
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tually the management elements of the campaign and then, as I say, I 
left earlier than the others about a week or 10 days to go and look 
after the platform. 

My belief, and I am only stating my belief, my assumption is that 
prior to the commencement of the convention that idea was set aside 
as a poor idea because the '\-Vatergate was not our issue. It was their 
issue, and one did not talk about their issue. One only talked about 
our issues, and that we would be prejudicing the rights of individuals 
who might be involved, and we could not do that, and there were other 
reasons of that kind that were apparently advanced in discussion, and 
it simply didn't ever get off the ground. · 

r "\Vell, I didn't forget the idea. After our convention, when the Pres
ident went to California. it seemed to me still very legitimate for us 
to make very clear the fact that the White House was not involved, 
even if we could not take the other leg of the argument and say that 
the Committee To Re-Elect had had a similar investiJr3.tion itself. So 
I discussed this with the President. He agreed that this would be a 
very g-ood thing. He questioned me closely on how certain he could 
be of the soundness of that assertion and I told him what I knew dating 
from July 31 through any subsequent events, and I vouched to him 

L
that everything that had been reported to me corroborated that what. 
he was about to say if he were asked at this press conference, and so 
on August 29 he went out and spoke as to the "\Vhite House only with 
regard to this. 

Now, by way of some corroboration, if it is needed on the matter 
of the Committee To Re-Elect side, l\1r. Dean, in fact, wrote up a 
few pages of what Clark MacGret?'()r might say if he did go out and 
have a press conference on this subject. Either on the date I suggested 
or some other date, and Mr. MacGregor, I think, does remember hav
ing received that memo, it was his opinion that it was very bland, 
innocuous, and did not make a case convincingly. l\fr. l\facGregor had 
conducted his own inquiry at the committee and had interviewed 
everybody in the hierarchy over there, and had more or less satisfied 
himself, but he did not feel he was in a position to personally vouch. 

Senator GuR~-i:Y •• Just one question there. At that time, of course, 
you knew that Mr. Dean and Mr. Kalmbach w£:re engaged in raising 
money to pay these defendants, and we will use their version, for legal. 
fees and family suDport. Now, there was certainly some -white House 
involvement in this business whether it was legal or ille,g-al, it was 
1Vhite House involvement. Did you ever tell the President about that~ 

Mr. EHRLICHMAN. I do not know that I ever did, Senator, and I 
think the inquiry here--and I do not think this is an artificial dis
tinction-that the whole focus here at this time was on how this thing 
happened. and we were talking about this thing bein~ the break-in. 
I do not think that there was anybody who really felt that there was, 
at least I did not feel that there was any kind of a coverup going on 
at that time. I did not-it just did not dawn on me arid I considered 
what Mr. Kalmbach was doing perfectly proper. But the President 
spoke to tlie ouestion, "How did this break-in occurP And he said. 
"Nobody in the "White House had. anything- to do with the planning 
or discussion of this break-in," which was the subject. that everybody 
was focusing on at that point in time and in which Mr. Dean's investi
gation went to. 
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Withdrawal of United States 
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Statement by the Whit e House Press Secretary 
Annou~cing the Withdrawal of Additional Troops. 
August 29, 1972 

{NVESTIGATIONS OF CONTRIBUTIONS AND \VATERGATE 
CASE 

Q. Mr . President, wouldn't it be a good idea for a 
· special prosecutor, even from your standp oint, to be 

appointed to investigate the contribution situation and 
also the W a tcrgatc case? ' 

THE PRESIDENT. With regard to who is investigating 
Th e President asked me to announce this morning that it now, I think it would be well to notice that the FBI is 

af_ter consultation with the Governm:nt of the Republi ~ of • conducting a full field investigation. The Department of 

':1etn~m, and _:lfter a ~horough rev'.ew of the I~dochma Justice, of course, is in charge of the prosecution and pre
situat10n, President Nixon has decided to contmue our v senting the matter to the grand jury. The Senate Banking 

withdrawal program to an authorized level of 27,000 by , .. and Currency Committee is conducting an investigation. 

Decemb er 1, 1972. ,,. The Government Accounting Office, an independent 
This new level of 27,000 which will be achieved by De- agency, is conducting an investigation of those aspect~ 

cember 1, 1972, will bring the total number of troops which involve the campaign spending law. Now, with 
withdrawn by President Nixon to 522,000 or 95 percent all of these investigations that are being conducted, I 

of the authorized level when President Nixon took office. don't believe that adding another special prosecutor would 

NOT E: Pr ess Secretar y R onald L. Ziegler mad e th e statement at his serve any useful purpose. 
mornin g news conference on Tuesday , August 29, 1972, at San Cle- The other point that I should make is that these inves-
mente , Calif. It was not issued in the form of a White House pr ess tigations, the investigation by the GAO , the investigation 
release. 

THE PRESIDENT'S 
NEWS CONFERENCE OF 
AUGUST 29, 1972 

THE PRESIDENT. We will go right ahead with your ques
tions, because I know you want to cover perhaps some 
international as well as domestic matters, including, I 
understand, for the first time, political matters. 

HANDLING OF CAMPAIGN FUNDS. 

Q. Mr. President, are you personally investigating the 
mishandling of some of your campaign funds, and do you 
agree with former Secretary Connally that these charges 
are harmful to your reelection? 

THE PRESIDENT. Well, I commented upon this on other 
occasions, and I will repeat my position now. 

With regard to the matter of the handling of campaign 
funds, we have a new law here in which technical viola
tions have occurred and are occurring, apparently, on both 
sides'.-As far as we are concerned, we have in charge, in 
Secr~tary Stans, a man who is an honest man and one who 
is very meticulous, as I have learned from having him as 
my treasurer and finance chairman in two previous cam
paigns, in the handling of matters of this sort. 

Whatever technical violations have occurred, certainly 
he will correct them and will thoroughly comply with the 
law. He is conducting any investigation on this matter, 
and conducting it very, very thoroughly, because he 
doesn't want any evidence at all to be outstanding, indicat
ing that we have not complied with the law. 

by the FBI, by the Department of Justice, have, at my 
direction had the total cooperation of the-not only the 
White House-but also of all agencies of the Govern• 
ment. In addition to that, within our own staff, under my 
direction, Counsel to the President, Mr. Dean, has con
ducted a complete investigation of all leads which might 
involve any present members of the White House Staff 
or anybody in the Government. I can say categorically 
that his investigation indicates that no one in the White 
House Staff, no one in this Administration, presently 
employed, was involved in this very bizarre incident. 

_ _,At the same time, the committee itself is conaucting its 
own investigation, independent of the rest, because the 
committee desires to clear the air and to be sure that as 
far as any people who have responsibility for this cam
paign are concerned; that there is nothing that hangs over 
them . Before Mr. Mitchell left as campaign chairman he 

had employed a very good law firm with investig:~ I 
experience to look into the matter. Mr. MacGregor has 
continued that investigation and is continuing it n 
will say in that respect that anyone on the campaign com
mittee, Mr. MacGregor has assured me, who does not 
cooperate with the investigation or anyone against whom 
charges are leveled where there is a prima facie case that 
those charges might indicate involvement will be dis
charged immediately. That, of course, will be true also of 
anybody in the Government. I think under these circum
stances we are doing e,·erything we can to take this inci
dent and to investigate it and not to cover it up. What 
really hurts in matters of this sort is not the fact that they 
occur, because overzealous people in campaigns do things 
that are wrong. What really hurts is if you try to cover it 
up. I would say that here we are, with control of the 
agencies of the Government and presumably with c~n
trol of the investigatory agencies of the Government with . 
the exception of the GAO, which is independent. We have 
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Q And what did youVell Mr. Ehrlichman? 

A Well, I reported to Mr. Ehrlichman everything that 

Liddy had told me and I recall recounting back to him, trying 

to put all the pieces I had available at that point together, 

by telling him about the meetings , .. which had occurred in the 

Attorney General's Office in Jan\,lary and February of '72. 

. Q 1bose were the meetings at which Liddy presented 

8 his intelligence programs? 

9 

10 

A 

Q 

That's correct. 

Did Mr. Ehrlichman again mention that he was going 

11 to meet with Mr. Colson later that afternoon? 

12 A He did. He mentioned that Mr. Colson was seeking 

13 a meeting and that he wanted me to be present in that meeting 

14 when it took place. 

15 Q Did Mr. Ehrlichman also mention to you, on June 19th 

16 at some t .ime, that you ought to contact the Justice Department 

17 to find out what was going on in the investigation? 

18 A Yes, he did. 

19 Q And what did you do about that, if any.thing? 

20 A I called Mr. Kleindienst and had a conversation with 

21 Mr. Kleindienst and I later saw Mr. Kleindienst. 

22 Q Now, during these first few conversations with Mr. 

23 Ehrlichman, after the Watergate break-in, did he instruct you 

24 to conduct an investigation and to determine whether anyone 

25 in the White House was. responsible or had knowledge of the 
I 
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1 Watergate break-in? Give you a specific instruction to con-

2 duct a Watergate investigation? 

3 A I wouldn't say it was an instruction to conduct an 

4 investigation. He just told me to keep my eyes and ears open 

5 and learn what I could. 

6 Q Did Mr. Ehrlichman, or anyone-else in the White 

-7 House, ever give you a specific instruction to conduct an 

8 investigation into: this matter, telling you that it was your 

9 re:sponsibility to make a determination of the facts and deter""'. 

10 mine whether anyone in the White I House was involved or re-

11 spc:msible? 

12 A Well, I wouldn't say that it was really until late 

13 Auf~ust, when it was reported that I had conducted such an in-

14 veiitigatio1;1, that there ever became any semblence of such an 

15 investigation and, after that, when it had been put on the 

16 public record that I had conducted an investigation, I began 

17 to pretend like I had conducted an investigation. 

18 But I am unaware of ever being instructed to do an 

19 investigation, because I would have proceeded much differently 

20 if I was investigating. I was merely sort of catch as catch· 

21 can. 

22 Q Was this -- did it naturally fall to you. as counsel 

23 to the President, as a person who had had formal liaison with 

24 the Justice Department, and the informal contacts there, to be 

25 the person at the White House most aware of what was going o~ 
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1 

2 

UV 50 

in the Watergate investigation? 

A Well, with things like this, what would generally 

3 happen is that after Mr. Haldeman and Mr. Ehrlichman would 

4 either lose interest or get consumed in something else, it 

5 would fall to me to be the man to follow up and continue the 

6 liaison and keep them abreast of what I was learning. 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

Q Are you speaking now about legal matters and Justic~ · 

Department matters, generally? 

A No/ I 'can't say that generally, no, because, for 

example, antitrust areas were something I very seldom got 

into. 

Q 1·mean you are not speaking simply of Watergate? 

A · No, I'm not. I'm thinking of other instances where 

things were rather active for a while and they die off. t'm 

15 thinking of the Lithuanian defecter problem, where everyone 

16 had their hands in it for a while and then, when it fell to 

17 the dailyjob of keeping abreast of what was happening, when 

18 1 t wasn't in the headlines, that was my job. 

19 I'm thinking of the Calley case, where . there was a 

20 great flurry of activity, and when it got down to, you know, 

21 following daily what indeed was happening to Mr. Calley, that 

22 was my office. That's the way things generally happened there 

23 Q Now, on June 19th, did you also have a meeting with 

24 Gordon Strachan? 

25 A Yes~ I did. 
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PRESIDENT: 

HALDEMAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

PRESIDENT: 

HALDEMAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

53.1 TRANSCRIPT OF SEPTEMBER 15, 1972 MEETING 

TRANSCRIPT PREPARED BY THE IMPEACHMENT INQUIRY 
STAFF FOR THE HOUSE JUDICIARY COMMITTEE OF A RE
CORDING OF A MEETING AMONG THE PRESIDENT, H. R. 
HALDEMAN AND JOHN DEAN ON SEPTEMBER 15, 1972 

[Unintelligible] 

John, he is one of the quiet guys that gets a lot done. 

That was a good move, too, bringing Dean in. But it's --

It -- He'll never, he'll never gain any ground for us. 

He's just not that kind of guy. But, he's the kind that 

enables other people to gain ground while he's making 

sure that you don't fall through the holes. 

Oh. You mean --

Between times, he's doing, he's moving ruthlessly on 

the investigation of McGovern people, Kennedy stuff, 

and all that too. I just don't know how much progress 

he's making, 'cause I --

The problem is that's kind of hard to find. 
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HALDEMAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

HALDEMAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

HALDEMAN: 

PRESIDENT: 
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Chuck, Chuck has gone through, you know, has worked on 

the list, and Dean's working the, the thing through 

IRS and, uh, in some cases, I think, some other 

[unintelligible] things. He's -- He turned out to be 

tougher than I thought he would, which is what 

Yeah. 

is --

You put anybody else that you want to run in in the 

morning, you can. [Unintelligible] I'm going to stick 

around here for awhile. I don't think I can do this 

finance group in the morning. I think it's too quick 

after the Watergate. Let's do it next Monday or Tuesday. 

That ought to be about it. 

Let me check and see. 

You 1'now who he's, uh [unintelligible] 

There isn't, I don't think, anything pending, but I'll 

check. 

You know, we ought to get something together. Shriver's 

put out his financial statement now, too. While you're 

at it, I'd deliberately raise mine other than in 

[unintelligible] 
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HALDEMAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

HALDEMAN: 

PRESIDENT: 
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Oh yeah, we're pushing that hard. The Vice President 

was delighted with that. 

Did he get the point? 

Yeah absolutely. 

[Unintelligible]. · Now we want -- in that regard, I don ,·t 

think he [unintelligible] wife, did she? 

I don't know, but I would guess his wife probably doesn't 

have any and so it won't make any difference. 

Make any dif-- she might. 

She must. 

Make him report it. 

But this Shriver one, we --

The Shriver one, the -- Yeah. She'll have to report 

[unintelligible] to the organization [unintelligible] 

trust. 

Yeah, it's all in trust. She only has about twenty 

thousand dollars. Kennedy put his stocks up, tried 

for the trust to put, you know, what it was worth. 

[Dean enters room] 
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PRESIDENT: Hi, how are you? 

DEAN: Yes sir. 

PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 

HALDEMAN: 

DEAN: 

HALDEMAN: 

DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

HALDEMAN: 

DEAN: 

HALDEMAN: 

DEAN: 

HALDEMAN: 

35-780 0 - 74 - 39 

Well, you had quite a day today, didn't you? You got, 

uh, Watergate, uh, on the way, huh? 

Quite a three months, 

How did it all end up? 

Uh, I think we can say "Well" at this point. The, uh, 

the press is playing it just as we expect. 

Whitewash? 

No, not yet; the, the story right now --

It's a big story. 

Yeah. 

{Unintelligible] 

Five indicted, 

Plus, 

They're building up the fact that one of --

plus two White House aides. 

Plus, plus the White House former guy and all that. 

That's good. That, that takes the edge off whitewash 
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PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 

HALDEMAN: 
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really -- which -- that was the thing Mitchell kept 

saying that, 

Yeah. 

that to those in the country, Liddy and, and, uh, Hunt 

are big men. 

That's right. 

Yeah. They're White House aides. 

That's right. 

And maybe that -- Yeah, maybe that's good. 

How did MacGregor handle himself? 

I think very well. He had a good statement. Uh, he said 

that the, uh, the Grand Jury indictment speaks for itself 

and that, uh, it's now time to realize that some apologies 

may be due. 

Fat chance. [Laughs] 

Yeah. [Unintelligible]. 

We couldn't do that [unintelligible] just remember all 

the trouble they gave us on this. We'll have a chance 

to get back at them one day. How are you doing on 

your other investigations? Your -- How does this 

I unintelligible] 
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PRESIDENT: 
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How does this [unintelligible] 

{Unintelligible] end of the, uh --

What's happened on the bug? 

Hard, hard to find -- on the what? 

The bug. 

The second bug. There was another bug found in the phone 

of, uh, the first --

You don't think it was one left over from the previous 

job? 

We're -- Absolutely not. The, the Bureau has, uh, 

checked and re-checked. The man who checked the phone 

first said that his first check was thorough and it was 

not there in the instrument [clears throat] and that indeed 

it had to be planted after --

What the hell do you think is involved? What's your 

guess? 

I think the DNC planted it, quite clearly. 

You think they did it? 
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HALDEMAN: 

DEAN: 

HALDEMAN: 

DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 
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Uh huh. 

Deliberately? 

{Unintelligible] 

Well, what in the name of Christ -- who do they think -

that anybody was -- They really {unintelligible] want to 

believe that we planted that? 

Did they get anything on the fingerprints? 

No they [unintelligible] 

There weren't any? 

neither on the telephone or on the, uh, on the bug. The, 

uh, well, the FBI has unleashed a full blast investigation 

over at the DNC starting with O'Brien right now. 

[Laughs] Using the same crews now that they have 

nothing to do in Washington. 

{Unintelligible] the same Washington Field Office. 

What are they doing? Asking them what kind of questions? 

Anything that they can think of because what happened, 

O'Brien has charged the Bureau with failing to, uh, 

find all the, all the bugs, whenever {unintelligible] 
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HALDEMAN: Good, that'll make them mad. 

DEAN: So, so, Gray is pissed now and his people are kind of 

pissed off. So they're moving in because their reputa

tion's on the line. That's, uh, do you think that's a 

good devEdopment? 

PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 

I think that's a good development because it makes it 

look so God damned phony, doesn't it? The whole --

Absolutely. 

Or am I wrong? 

No, no sir. It, ;it ... -

.... - looks silly. 

If we can, if we can find that the DNC planted that, the 

whole story is going to -- the whole -- just will reverse. 

But how could they, how could you possibly find it, 

though? 

Well, there's a way. They're, they're trying to ascertain 

who made the bug. 

Oh. 

If they -- It's a custom-made product. 
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Oh. 

If they can get back to the man who manufactured it, 

then they can find out who he sold it to, and how it 

came down through the chain. 

Boy, you know, you never know. When those guys get 

.after it, they can find it. They --

The resources that have been put against this whole 

investigation to date are really incredible. It's 

truly a, it's truly a larger investigation than was 

conducted against, uh, the after inquiry of the JFK 

assassination. 

PRESIDENT: Oh. 

DEAN: 

HALDEMAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

HALDEMAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

HALDEMAN: 

And good statistics supporting that. Kleindienst is 

going to have a --

Isn't that ridiculous though? 

What is? 

This silly ass damn thing. 

Yeah. 

That kind of resources against --

-9-
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PRESIDENT: Yeah for Christ's sake [unintelligible] 

HALDEMAN: Who the hell cares? 

PRESIDENT: Goldwater put it in context, he said "Well, for 

Christ's sake, everybody bugs everybody else. We 

know that." 

DEAN: 

HALDEMAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 

HALDEMAN: 

DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

HALDEMAN: 

That was, that was priceless. 

Yeah. I bugged --

Well, it's true. It happens to be totally true. 

[Unintelligible] 

We were bugged in '68 on the plane and bugged in '62, 

uh, even running for Governor. God damnedest thing you 

ever saw. 

It was a shame that, that, evidence to the fact that that 

happened in '68 was never preserved around. I understand 

that only the former Director had that information. 

No, that's not true. 

There was direct evidence of it? 

Yeah. 

There's others who have that information. 
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PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

HALDEMAN: 

DEAN: 

HALDEMAN: 

DEAN: 
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Others know it. 

DeLoach? 

DeLoach, right. 

I've got some stuff on it, too, in the bombing halt study. 

'Cause it's all -- that's why, the, the stuff I've got 

we don't --

The difficulty with using it, of course, is that it 

reflects on Johnson. 

Right. 

He ordered it. If it weren't for that, I'd use it. Is 

there any way we could use it without reflecting on 

Johnson? How -- Now, could we say, could we say that the 

Democratic National Collllllittee did it? No, the FBI did 

the bugging, though. 

That's the problem. 

Is it going to reflect on Johnson or Humphrey? 

Johnson. Humphrey didn't do it. 

Humphrey didn't do it? 

Oh, hell no. 
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He was bugging Humphrey, too. [Laughs] 

Oh, God damn. 

[Laughs] 

Well, on the other hand, maybe, uh -- I'll tell you who 

to call. I want you to ask Connally. Whatever he thinks, 

maybe we ought to just, just let that one fly. I mean, 

I don't think he will, I don't think he will {unintelligible] 

Johnson. [Unintelligible]. And also it reflects on the 

Bureau. {Unintelligible] 

[Unintelligible] 

They, they, they hate to admit that --

It's a rough one on them with, with all this stuff about 

they don I t do Congressmen, and all that 

That's right. 

sort of stuff {unintelligible] 

I --

do a presidential [unintelligible] 

It isn't worth it. It isn't worth it, damn it. It isn't 

worth -- the hell with it. What is the situation on your, 
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uh, on the, on the little .red box? Did they find what 

th .e hell that, that is? Have they found the box yet? 

Gray has never had access to the box. He is now going to 

pursue the box. I spoke with him just, just about, uh, oh, 

thirty minutes ago and Pat said, "I don't know about the box. 

Uh, don't know where it is now. We never had an oppor

tunity before, when it was, first, uh, released in the press 

there was a box, to go in. But," he said, "I think we 

have grounds now to go in and find out what it's all 

about." 

The last public story was that she handed it over to 

Edward Bennett Williams. 

That's right. 

Perhaps the Bureau ought to go over --

The Bureau ought to go into Edward Bennett Williams and 

let'.s start questioning that son-of-a-bitch. Keep him 

tied up for a couple of weeks. 

Yeah, I hope they do. They -- The Bureau better get 

over pretty quick and get that red box. We want it • 

cleared up. {Unintelligible] 

That's exactly the way I, I gave it to Gray. I, uh, uh --

-13-

(606) 



PRESIDENT: 

HALDEMAN: 

DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 
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We want it cleared up. We want to get to the bottom 

of it. If anybody is guilty over here we want to know. 

[Unintelligible] in the news. [Laughs] 

Another interesting thing that's developed is, regarding 

the private litigation we've got is, uh, the Stans' libel 

action was assigned to Judge Richey. 

Oh, Christ. 

Well, now, that's good and bad. Uh, Judge Richey is 

not known to be one of the intellects on the bench. 

That's conceded by many that he is uh, uh --

[Unintelligible] in his own stupid way he's sort of, 

uh --

Well, he's been thoroughly candid in his dealing with 

people about the case. He's made several entrees, uh, 

off the bench, to, to, uh, (1) to Kleindienst; (2) to, 

uh, his old friend Roemer McPhee, to keep Roemer abreast 

of what his thinking is. He told Roemer he thought that 

Maury ought to file a libel action. 

Did he? 

ILaughs] 

Good. 
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Uh--

Well, can he deal with that case concurrently with the 

other case? 

Yeah. The, the fact that the, the civil case came to a 

halt, that the depositions were halted and he --

opened his calendar for a few days. 

Well, it did that, and more than that. He had been talking 

to Silbert, and Silbert, uh, the U. S. Attorney down here, 

the Assistant U. S. Attorney was saying, "We are going 

to have a hell of a time drawing these indictments up 

because of the fact these civil depositions keep coming out 

and the Grand Jury's got one eye on this civil case because 

they don't want to get themselves caught, uh, coming out 

with indictments and the civil case'll do something differ

ently, so --

Would you like to take Clark now, sir? 

MacGregor's call? 

Yeah. Go ahead. 

So, based, based on that, uh, uh, when Silbert had told 

Richey this and had a casual encounter -- in fact, uh, it 
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was just in the hall -- Richey, the next thing he does is 

he stops the civil case so Silbert can get the indictment 

down. 

[Telephone rings] 

Hm. 

So it's, it's, uh -- he's go~ he's got the abuse of process 

suit also. [Unintelligible] 

Yeah. Hello. 

Well you still alive? 

Yeah, yeah. 

I was just sitting here with John Dean and he tells me 

that, uh, that you, that you're going to probably be sued 

or some damn thing, I don't know. 

Oh, God. Now don't say that. 

Did you put that last bug in? 

Yeah. [Uni ntelligible] suit. 

[Unintelligible]. Yeah. 

Yeah. 

That's right, that's right. [Unintelligible] 

Yeah. 

Good. 

Sure. 
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Well, I'll tell you, uh, just don't let this keep 

you or your colleagues from concentrating on the 

big game. Yeah, that's right. I mean this, uh, 

this thing is just, uh, you know, one of those side 

issues and a month later everybody looks back and 

wonders what the hell the shouting was about. 

Yeah. Yeah. 

Okay, well, anyway get a good night's sleep. And don't 

don't bug anybody without asking me. Okay? 

Yeah. 

Three months ago I would have had trouble predicting where 

we'd be today. I think that I can say that fifty-four days 

from now that, uh, not a thing will come crashing down to 

our, our surprise. 

Say what? 

Nothing is going to come crashing down to our surprise, either 

Well, the whole thing is a can of worms. As you know, a lot 

of this stuff went on. And, uh, and, uh, and the people who 

worked [unintelligible] awfully embarrassing. And, uh, and, 

the, uh, but the, but the way you, you've handled it, it seems 

to me, has been very skillful, because you -- putting your 

fingers in the dikes every time that leaks have sprung here and 

sprung there. [Unintelligible] having people straighten the 

[unintelligible]. The Grand Jury is dismissed now? 

That is correct. They'll, they will have completed and 
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they will let them go, so there will no continued 

investigation prompted by the Grand Jury's inquiry. The, 

uh, GAO report that was referred over to Justice is on a 

shelf right now because they have hundreds of violations. 

They've got violations of McGovern's.; they've got violations 

of Humphrey's; they've got Jackson violations, and several 

hundred Congressional violations. They don't want to 

start prosecuting one any more than they want the other. 

So that's, uh --

They damn well not prosecute us unless they prosecute all 

the others. 

That's right. That's right. Well, we are really talking 

about technical violations that were referred over also. 

Sure. Sure. What about, uh, uh, watching the McGovern 

contributors and all that sort of thing? 

We've got a, we've got a hawk's eye on that. 

Yeah. 

And, uh, uh, he is, he is not in full compliance. 

He isn't? 

No. 

Well, now, he has his three-hundred committees; have they 

all reported yet? Have we -- we reported ours 
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Yes we -- Well, we have a couple of delinquent state 

committees out, uh 

{Unintelligible] if it's done, huh? 

If they --

{Unintelligible] paper committees all reported, the 

three-hundred or so committees he's supposed to have. 

No, they have not. 

Can we say something about that, or have we? 

Well, one of the things that he has not done, is he has 

never disclosed the fact that he's got some three-hundred 

committees. This has been a Wall Street Journal piece 

that picked it up and carried it and, uh --

{Unintelligible] say that publicly? 

No, he hasn't. And it's been employed as a tax sham 

that he set it up for. And -- It is hard to comprehend 

why he set up three-hundred committees, frankly. Uh, he 

doesn't need that many, he doesn't have that sort of large 

contributors, where they have to disburse small {unintelligible] 

Unless someone's giving nine hundred thousand dollars. 

That's right. 

Which could be very possible. 
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He may be getting nine hundred thousand dollars from 

somebody. 

From two or three. He may have some big angels. I 

don't think he is getting a hell of a lot of small money. 

I don't think so. I don't believe this crap. I mean if 

he -- Have you had your Post Office check yet? 

That John was going to do. I don't know. 

That's an interesting thing to check. 

Yeah. 

You know how little [unintelligible] 

[Unintelligible] is right, because as I see it, now, the only 

problems that, uh, that we have are, are the human 

problems and we'll keep a close eye on that. 

Union? 

Human. 

Oh. 

[Unintelligible] 

People -- Human frailties, where people fall apart. 
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Human frailties -- people getting annoyed and some 

finger-pointing and false accusations, and any internal 

dissension of that nature. 

You mean on this case? 

On this case. Uh, there is some bitterness between, for 

example, the Finance Conunittee and the Political CoDDllittee. 

They feel that they're taking all the heat, and, and, uh, 

all the people upstairs are bad people and they're not 

being recognized. 

Ridiculous. 

It is -- I mean --

They're all in it together. 

That's right. 

They should just, uh, just behave and, and, recognize 

this, this is, again, this is war, We're getting a few shots 

and it'll be over. And, we'll give them a few shots. 

It'll be over. Don't worry. [Unintelligible]. I 

wouldn't want to be on the other side right now. Would 

you? I wouldn't want to be in Edward Bennett Williams', 

Williams' position after this election. 
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No. No. 

None of these bastards --

He, uh, he's done some rather unethical things that have 

come to light already, which in~- again, Richey has brought 

to our attention. 

Yeah? 

He went down --

Keep a log on all that. 

Oh, we are, on these. Yeah. 

Yeah. 

Because afterwards that is a guy, 

We're going after him. 

that is a guy we've got to ruin. 

He had, he had an ex parte --

You want to remember, too, he's an attorney for the 

Washington Post. 

I'm well aware of that. 

I think we are going to fix the son-of-a-bitch. 
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Believe me. We are going to. We've got to, because he's 

a bad man. 

Absolutely. 

He misbehaved very badly in the Hoffa matter. Our 

some pretty bad conduct, there, too, but go ahead. 

Well, that's, uh, along that line, uh, one of the things 

I've tried to do, is just keep notes on a lot of the 

people who are emerging as, 

That's right. 

as less than our friends. 

Great. 

Because this is going to be over someday and they're -

We shouldn't forget the way some of them have treated us. 

I want the most, I want the most comprehensive notes on 

all of those that have tried to do us in. Because they 

didn't have to do it. 

That's right. 

They didn't have to do it. I mean, if the thing 

had l>een a clo--, uh, they had a very close election 
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everybody on the other side would understand this game. 

But now they are doing this quite deliberately and they are 

asking for it and they are going to get it. And this, this~-

We, we have not used the power in this first four years, 

as you know. 

That's right. 

We have never used it. We haven't used the Bureau and we 

haven't used the Justice Department, but things are going 

to change now. And they're going to change, and, and 

they're going to get it right~-

That's an exciting prospect. 

It's got to be done. It's the only thing to do. 

We've got to. 

Oh, oh, well, we've just been, we've been just God damn 

fools. For us to come into this election campa;lgn and 

not do anything with regard to the Democratic Senators 

who are running, and so forth. [Characterizations 

deleted] That'd be ridiculous. Absolutely ridiculous. 

It's not going, going to be that way any more, and, 

uh.--
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Really, it's ironic, .you know, because we've gone to such 

extremes to do every·~-. You know, you, you and your 

damn regulations with 

Right. 

Everybody worries about, 

That's right. 

about picking up a hotel bill or anything. 

Well, I think, we can, I think, I think we can be proud 

of the White House staff. It really has, 

That's right. 

had no problems of that --

Well, that's right. 

And they're looking, this GAO audit that's going on right 

now, uh, I think that they have got some suspicion, uh, 

in even a cursory investigation, which is not going to 

discover anything, that they're going to find something 

here. I learned today, incidentally, that, that, uh, I 

haven't confirmed this because it's -- came from the GO, GAO 

auditor, investigator who's down here, that he is down here 

at the Speaker of the House's request, which surprised me. 
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Well, God danm the Speaker of the House. Maybe we 

better put a little heat on him. 

I think so too. 

Because he's got a lot worse problems than he's going 

to find down here. 

That's right. 

I know. 

That's the kind of thing --

[Unintelligible] let the police department [unintelligible] 

That's the kind of thing that, you know, you -- What we 

really ought to do is call the Speaker and say, "I regret 

to see you ordering GAO down here because of what it's 

going to cause us to require to do to you." 

Why don't you just have . Harlow go see him and tell him that? 

Because he wouldn't do it. 

Huh? 

'Cause he wouldn't do it. 

Harlow wouldn't do it, you mean. 

Harlow would say, "Mr. Speaker--" 

Yeah. 
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I, I suppose the other area we are going to some publicity 

on in the coming weeks because, uh, I think after the, now 

that the indictments are down, there's going to be a 

cresting on that. The whitewash charge of course, but, 

uh, I think we can handle that while the civil case is in 

abeyance. But Patman's hearings, uh, his Banking and 

Currency Connnittee, and we've got to -- whether we will 

be successful or not in turning that off, I don't know. 

We've got a plan whereby Rothblatt and Bittman, who are 

counsel for the five men who were, or actually a total of 

seven, that were indicted today, are going to go up and 

visit every member and say, "If you connnence hearings you 

are going to jeopardize the civil rights of these 

individuals in the worst way, and they'll never get a 

fair trial," and the like, and try to talk to members on, 

on that level. Uh --

Why not ask that they request to be heard by, by the 

Committee and explain it publicly? 

How could they -- They've planned that what they're going 

to say is, "If you do connnence with these hearings, 

we plan to publicly come up and say what you're doing to the 

rights of individuals." Something to that effect. 
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As a matter of fact they could even make a motion in 

court to get the thing dismissed. 

That's another thing we're doing is to, is 

Because these hearings --. 

bring an injunctive action against, uh, the appearance, say --

Well, going the other way, the dismissal of the, of the, of 

the indictment --

How about trying to get the criminal cases, criminal charges 

dismissed on the grounds that there, well, you know --

The civil rights type stuff. 

Civil rights -- Well that, we're working again, we've got 

somebody approaching the ACLU for these guys, and have them 

go up and exert some pressure because we just don't want Stans 

up there in front of the cameras with Patman and Patman asking 

all these questions. It's just going to be the whole thing, 

the press going over and over and over again. Uh, one 

suggestion was that Connally is, is close to Patman and 

probably if anybody could talk turkey to Patman, uh, Connally 

might be able to. Now I don't know if that's, uh, a good 

idea or not. I don't think he -- don't know if he can. 

Uh, Gerry Ford is not really taking an active interest in this 

matter that, that is developing, so Stans can go see Gerry 

-28-

(621) 



PRESIDENT: 

HALDEMAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

53.1 TRANSCRIPT OF SEPTEMBER 15, 1972 MEETING 

Ford and try to brief him and explain to him the problems 

he's got. And then the other thing we are going to do 

is we're looking at all the campaign reports of every 

member of that Conmrlttee because we are convinced that 

none of them have probably totally complied with the law 

either. And if they want to get into it, if they want 

to play rough, some day we better say, "Well, gentlemen, 

we think we ought to call to your attention that you 

haven't complied A, B, C, D, E, and F, and we're not 

going to hold that a secret if you start talking campaign 

violations here." 

Uh, what about Ford? Do you think so? !Unintelligible] 

do anything with Patman? Connally can't be sent up there. 

{Unintelligible] 

Connally 

If anybody can do it --

!Unintelligible] Patman. 

But if, if Ford can get the minority members, uh, 

together on that one, it's going to be a lot --

They've got very weak man in Widnall, unfortunately. 

Heck1er is all right. 
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Heckler was great. 

She was great. with. uh --

That's what I understand. but you see, Widnall -- let's take 

somebody -- Gerry could talk to him. Put it down, uh, 

Gerry should talk to Widnall and, uh, just brace him, 

tell him I thought it was [unintelligible] start behaving. 

Not let him be the chairman of the Committee in the House. 

That's what you want? 

That would be very helpful, to get our minority side at 

least together on the thing. 

Gerry has really got to lead on this. He's got to be 

really be [unintelligible] 

Gerry should, danm. it. This is exactly the thing he 

was talking about. that the reason they are staying 

in is so that they can 

That's right. 

run investigations. 

Well, the, point is that they ought to raise hell about 

this, uh, this -- these hearings are jeopardizing the --
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I don't know that they're, that the, the, the counsel 

calling on the members of the Committee will do much 

good. I was, I -- it may be all right but -- I was 

thinking that they really ought to blunderbuss in the 

public arena. It ought to be publicized. 

Right. 

Good. 

Right. 

That's what this is, public relations. 

That's. that's all it is, particularly if Patman pulls 

the strings off, uh -- That's the last forum that, uh, 

uh, it looks like it could be a problem where you just 

have the least control the way it stands right now. 

Kennedy has also suggested he may call hearings of his 

Administrative Practices and Procedure Subcommittee. 

Uh, as, as this case has been all along, you can spin 

out horribles that, uh, you, you can conceive of, and 

so we just don't do that. I stopped doing that about, 

uh, two months ago. 

Yeah. 

We just take one at a time and you deal with it based 

on 
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And you really can't just sit and worry yourself 

No. 

about it all the time, thinking, "The worst may happen," 

but it may not. So you just try to button it up as well 

as you can and hope for the best. And, 

Well if Bob --

and remember that basically the damn thing is just 

one of those unfortunate things and we're trying to cut 

our losses. 

Well, certainly that's right and certainly it had no 

effect on you. That's the, the good thing. 

It really hasn't. 

[Unintelligible] 

No, it hasn't. It has been kept away from the White 

House almost completely and from the President totally. 

The only tie to the White House has b~en the Colson effort 

they keep trying to haul in. 

And now, of course, 

That's falling apart. 
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, 

the two former White House people, low level, indicted, 

one consultant and one member of the Domestic Council 

staff. That's not very much of a tie. 

No. 

Well, their names have been already mentioned. 

Oh, they've been --

Voluminous accounts. 

And it's, it's been discounted --

You know, they've already been convicted in the press. 

Absolutely. 

Yep. 

God damn it, if they'd been communists you'd have the 

Washington Post and the New York Times raising hell about 

their civil rights. 

That's right. 

Or Manson. 

That's right. 

Jesus Christ. If they'd been killers, wouldn't --

That's right. 
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PRESIDENT: Isn't that true? 

DEAN: It's abs9lutely true. 

PRESIDENT: These poor bastards are -- well they've been -- they've 

got no way they can ever -- In fact, they ought to move 

the, uh, move the trial away from the --

DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

Well, there has been extensive clipping by the counsel 

in this case, and I've gone through some of these 

clippings and it's just phenomenal the, uh, 

Yeah. 

the amount of coverage this case is getting. They may 

never get a fair trial, may never get a fair trial. 

They may never get a jury that can convict them or pull 

it together. And the~' as you know, has got a, a, a 

real large team that they've assigned to do nothing but 

this, · 

Sure. 

this case. Couldn't believe they put Maury Stans' story 

about his libel suit, which was just playing so heavily on 

the networks last night, and in the evening news, they put 

it way back on about ,page eight of the ~ 

Sure. 
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DEAN: and didn't even cover it as a -- in total. 

PRESIDENT: 

HALDEMAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

HALDEMAN: 

DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

HALDEMAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 

PRESIDENT: 

DEAN: 

T expect that. That's all right. We've (unintelligible] 

The Post is 

The Post has asked -- it's going to have its problems. 

[Unintelligible] 

The networks, the networks are good with Maury coming 

back three days in a row and --

That's right. Right. The main thing is the~ is 

going to have damnable, damnable problems out of this one. 

They have a television station 

That's right, they do. 

and they're going to have to get it renewed. 

They've got a radio station, too. 

Does that come up too? The point is, when does it come 

up? 

I don't know. But the practice of non-licensees filing 

on top of licensees has certainly gotten more, 

That's right. 

more active in the, in the area. 
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And it's going to be God damn active here. 

[Laughs] 

Well, the game has to be played awfully rough. I don't 

know -- Now, you, you'll follow through with -- who will 

over there? Who -- Timmons, or with Ford, or -- How's 

it going to operate? 

I'll talk to Bill. I think -- yeah. 

Dick Cook has been working 

[Unintelligible) 

on it. 

Cook is the guy. 

Dick has been working on it. 

Maybe Mitchell should --

Well, maybe Mitchell ought to -- would, could Mitchell 

do it? 

No. 

I don't really think that would be good. 

No. 
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I hate to draw him in. 

Yeah. 

I think Maury can talk to Ford if that will do any good, 

but it won't have the same impact, of course, 'cause 

he's the one directly involved, but I think Maury ought 

to brief Ford at some point on, on exactly what his whole 

side of the story is. 

I'll talk to Cook. 

Oh, I think Ehrlichman should talk to him. Ehrlichman 

understands the law, and the rest, and should say, "Now 

God damn it, get the hell over with this." 

Is that a good idea? Maybe it is. 

I think maybe that's the thing to do [unintelligible]. 

This is, this is big, big play. I'm getting into this 

thing, So that he -- he's got to know that it comes from 

the top. 

Yeah. 

That!s what he's got to know, 

Right. 

and if he I unintelligible] and we' re not going to -..... I 

can't talk to him myself -- and that he's got to get at 

this and screw this thing up while he can, right? 
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Well, if we let t hat slide up there with the Patman 

Committee it'd be just, you know, just a tragedy to 

let Patman have a field day up there. 

What's the first move? When does he call his wit--, 

witnesses? 

Well, he, he has not even gotten the vote of his Committee; 

he hasn't convened his Committee yet on whether he can 

call hearings. That's why, come Monday morning, these 

attorneys are go:ing to arrive, uh, on the doorstep 

of the Chairman and try to tell him what he's doing if he 

proceeds. Uh, one of the members, Gary Brown, uh, wrote 

Kleindienst a letter saying, "If the Chairman holds 

Committee hearings on this, isn't this going to jeopardize 

your criminal case?" 

Brown's a smart fellow. He's from, he's from Michigan 

That's right. 

and some tie into Ford. He's very, he's a very smart fellow. 

G,1od. 

Good lawyer and he's being helpful. He is anxious to 

help. 
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Right, just tell him that, tell, tell, tell Ehrlichman 

to get Brown in and Ford in and then they can all work 

out something. But, they ought to get off their asses 

and push it. No use to let Patman have a free ride here. 

Well, we can, we can keep them well briefed on moves 

if they'll, if they'll move when we provide them with 

the, the strategy. And we will have a raft 

of depositions going the other way soon. We will be 

hauling the, the, O'Briens in and the like, and, uh, on 

our abuse of process suit. 

What are you going to ask him? [unintelligible] 

questions? 

No. This fellow, this fellow Rothblatt, who has started 

deposing, uh, he's quite a character. He's been getting into 

the sex life of some of the members of the DNC and --

Why? How can -- What's his justification? 

Well, he's working on an entrapment theory that, uh, uh, 

they were hiding something or they had secret informa

tion, affairs to hide and they, they could, some way, 

conspire to bring this thing about themselves, 
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It's a, it's a way-out theory that, uh, no one had _ 

[unintelligible] 

{Laughs] 

Uh, and he, he had scheduled Patricia Harris and she didn't 

show up. She went to the beauty parlor instead so he 

went down to the Court House and she had, had been 

directed to show up and then the next day the Judge cut 

all the depositions off. But he had a host of wild 

questions including, you know, where O'Brien got his 

compensation when he was Chairman. Not that he knows 

anything about that, but, uh, it was just an interesting 

question he thought he might want to ask the, the 

Chairman under oath. 

That's -- It gives us, uh, the same hunting license that 

it gave them. 

That's right. 

So we can play the same game they are playing, but we 

ought to be able to do better at it. 

Well --

Are those depositions sealed? 
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That's right. 

They are? 

But that argues that, uh, they won't want them unsealed. 

They'll want them unsealed less than we will, and we may 

be arguing at some point to get them unsealed. 

Yeah. 

I think what's going to happen on the civil case is the 

Judge is going to dismiss the pending complaint down 

there right now. They will then turn around and file 

a new complaint which will be [unintelligible] come 

back to Richey again. That, uh, that'll probably ~appen the 

twentieth, twenty-first, twenty-second. Then twenty days 

will run until any answers will have to be filed and these 

depositions will be commenced so we're, what, we're eating 

up an awful lot of time for those next fifty-four days. 

On the other side. 

Why will they have to dismiss the present --

Uh, probably on, on a dual ground, uh, both on the sub

stantive ground that they haven't stated a good cause 
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of action -- that there is a imp~oper class action 

filed and that O'Brien indeed doesn't represent any 

class. Uh, and he'll just dismiss it on the merits. 

It's not a good complaint. He's already sh ."ved it 

down to almost nothing on his original order. They 

will then have to re-design it into a much narrower 

action, but the Judge himself can't suggest something 

to counsel. But it's -- you've got a good res judicata 

argument here. If he dismisses on the merits, uh, that 

they can 1t file another suit. They're out of the court 

totally. 

But our suits do still hang? 

Our suits are still -- We have two suits, and we have 

the abuse of process and 

-- the libel --

the libel suit. 

We can t~ke depositions on both of those? 

Absolutely. 

Hell yes. 

{Laughs] 

-42-
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[Unintelligible] depositions. 

It's a, it's a glimmer down the road anyway, but, 

uh --

-43-
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E 

T/Cook 

E 

E 

LOWER PORTION OF PAGE 2 OF HR HALDEMAN'S NOTES 
OF SEPTEMBER 15, 1972 

John Dean 

Ask Conn i.f we shld let out the 
68 bugging 

P.O. ck re McG mail? 

Ford - brace Widnall re 
Patman hearings 

must get minority together 
raise hell re jeopardizing defendants 

P. can't talk to you -
but it must be done 

get Garry Brown & Ford in 

December 19, 1973 

I hereby certify that the above is a true copy of the 
pen and ink notes of H. R. Haldeman relating to the meeting 
between the President, Mr. Haldeman & John W. Dean, III, on 
September 15, 1972, in the Oval office from 5:27 to 6:17 PM, 
submitted as Item IV B, White House Analyses. 

JAMES F DAVEY, Clerk 

By 
James P Capitanio 
Deputy Clerk 

Indistinct document retyp,ed by 
House Judiciary Committee staff 
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J.AEES F DAVEY, Clerk 
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Page two 

Sept 15, 1972 

Wgt on tv 
P - Hi how are yu - well you had quite a day today wa[unreadable] 

D - quite a 3 mos. -went well - press playing as we'd expect 
Not whitewash - Mac hdld well -

the other bug - 0 ':B's comp lain t 
maybe DNC planted that - wld blow it 

_resovtces agst imrstg are incredible - grtst since Ken 

we were bugged in '68 & '62 
D - shame '68 evid not around 
H - Others know it too 
P - trbl w/ using is it reflects on LBJ 

ask Conn what he thks - shld we use it 
not worth it - too many probs 

q. re little red box D DK where it stds w/FBI 

re Richey - both good & bad 
wl keep R McPhee abrast 

told McPhee Stans shld file libel action 
Richey tlkd to Silbert - re civ case depositions 

takes Mac. call 
don't let this keep you from the big game 

it's just a side issue 

lose voice sound - then pi_cks up 

nothing wl comei out to our surprise 

P-way you hdld very skilful - kept finger on dike 

no cont. invstg. c,f O.t. 
GAO report on shelf have lOO's of violations 

~at about watching McG contribs 
D - we have ·.1ia:wk 's eye on that 

have a few violations - of conuns. etc 
tax sham re 300 comms - doesn't need 

P - re post office <:k on McG mail - fl of pieces 
(to see whether getting lot of small contribs) 

D. - have human p1robs - get annoyed - finger ptg - [unreadable] 
ic bitterness btn fin. comm & pol. conun. 

P. - they shld all work together 
II-
Keep a log on ¥i1,i what the Dems do 

D - tried to keep notes on people emerging who are not [anreadable] 
P - want comp. notes on those who tried to do us in 

cause d:ldn't have to do it 
they're going to get it 
we haven't used Bur & Just - but that wl chg 

D-that's an exciting prospect 

Indistinct document retyped by 
House Judiciary Committee staff -
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Page three 

Page four 

Page five 

D - can be proud of WH staff has no probs -
GAO audit - Spkr sent him to audit WH -

H - we shld put heat on him 
shld fight back 

D - pub wl be whitewash chg 
now Patman hearings 

Rothblatt & Bittman wl try to turn off-rts of dfts 
Get ACLU in 

don't want Stans up in fnt of cameras 
Suggs,Conn tlk to Patman 

Gerry Ford 
chg campaign reports of all membs.of Conun - get rough 

P analyzes members of ComT!l. 
D - that's the last forum 

Kenn may do something 
can spin out horribles - stopped doing that 

just take one at time 
P - worst may happen - can't plan on that 
D - its had no effect on P 
H - kept away frm· WH almost completely - P totally 

Cols. effort fell thru 
D - two low levels indicted 

may never get fair trial 
P - Post wl have probs - TV stn renewed - radio stn too 

has to be played rough - re Patman 
who wl fl thru - cld M - no 

P - maybe E shld talk to Ford - get at this & screw it up 

D. Gerry Brown wrote Kldst ltr - very helpful 

D - re depositions of Dems - that they conspired to do this 
H gives us the same hunting license they have 

P - maybe E shld talk to Ford -.get at this & screw it up 

D. Gerry Brown wrote Kldst ltr -,very helpful 

D - re depositions of Dems - that they conspired to do this 
H gives us the same hunting license they have 

P - lks forward to Just. under control 
ref IRS doing him 

D - can't get Kimmelman's file - [unreadable] Shultz 
prob - so many Dems - we can't get in 

round & round for two years 
H - don't take risk before elect - after f/u complaints 

disc. of cleaning house - after elect -
need a plan to chall appts - have to do it fast 

,all resigs rt. after elections 
H - project going full tilt 

Indistinct document retyped by 
House Judiciary Committee staff 
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35- 780 0 - 74 - 42 

D - you lrn a lot about people when the crunch is on 
you get some surprises 

disc re bad i~ffect of education - draft dodgers etc 
D. re reading book about Aust 

P. anyway we'll fix•em. 

Indistinct document retype~ 
House Judiciary Committee staff 
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54. On October 5, 1972 the President held a press conference. 

He stated that the FBI had conducted an intensive investigation of 

Watergate because "I wanted to be sure that no member of the White 

House staff and no man or woman in a position of major responsibility 

in the Committee for Re-Election had anything to do with this kind 

of reprehensible activity." 

Page 
54.1 President Nixon news conference, October 5, 1972, 

8 President;ial Documents 1486, 1489 ••••••••••••••••• 648 
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I have often stated my strong belie£ that the millions 
of older men and women who did so much to build this 
Nation should share equitably in the fruits of that labor, 
and that inflation should not be allowed to rob them of 
the full value of their pensions. By providing a 20 percent 
benefit increase without adequate financing, however, 
this bill goes far beyond r.:asonable equity. 

In passing this bill, the Congress has mistakenly as
sumed that railroad retirement benefits should be in
creased by the same percentage as social security benefits. 
In fact, the two systems are entirdy different. Railroad 
benefits are much higher than social security benefits--for 
full-career workers the benefits may be twice as high. 

The railroad retircrnent system payments are a com
bination of social security benefits augmented by the 
equivalent of a private pension. There is no valid reason 
why the private pension equivalent ncc~y should be 
increased whenever social security benefits arc raised . 
Other industries have not raised their pension benefits by 
20 percent as a resole of social security increases, even 
though most of them provide less adequate benefits. 

The argument that these "temporary" benefits do not 
require a tax increase js, in my judgment, a delusion. I 

· cannot imagine that the Congress would find it possible or 
desirable to slash railroad retirement benefits next year 
orin any year. 

The imprudence of H .R. 15927 is underscored by the 
recent report of the Commission on Railroad Retirement. 
That Commission was created by the Congrc:s,!I in 1970 to 
study the troubled railroad retirernent system and recom
mend measures necessary to place it on a sound actuarial 
basis. Yet the Congress acted on H.R . 15927 before it had 
an opportunity to consider and act on the recommenda
tions of its own Commission for basic changes in the rail
road retirement system. c 

The Commission's findings do not support H.R. 15927 
and a majority of the Commissioners recommended 
against such legislation. 

The Commission found that existing railroad retire
ment benefits arc adequate, particularly for workers re
tiring after a full career. Retired railroad couples receive 
higher benefits than 9 out of every 10 retired couples in 
the country. The Commission also reached the sobering 
conclusiotf that the enactment of an acroM-the-board 20 
percent increase, without adequate financing, would 
bankrupt the system in 13 years. · 

I believe that railroad beneficiaries should now receive 
the same dollar increases in benefits as social security 
recipients with similar earnings. A 20 percent increase in 
the social security portion of railroad retirement benefits 
can be financed without worsening the financial position 
of the Railroad Retirement Trust fund . The Congress 
followed this sound approach when it increased railroad 
retirement benefits in 1968. 

Therefore:, I propose that the Congress enact a bill 
which aga:n applies this principle, instead of H .R. 15927. 
The 1972 incrca.~e under my propos al would average $28 

per month for single retired railroad worke1'3 and would 
be about $47 a month for married couples. It would not 
deepen the pr~-sently-projected deficits of the Railroad 
Retirement Trust Fund. 

I urge the Congres.,; to adopt this prudent aiu:mative, 
which would give these deserving pensioners an equitable 
benefit increase on a timely basis and which .'would still 
preserve the flexibility for basic readjustments that will 
be needed later in the railroad retirement system. 

Working together, I hope that we can construc .tivcly 
refonn this system so it can continue to serve the necw of 
railroad workers and their families for decades ahead. 

The White House, 
October 4, 1972~ 

Ric.HARD Nrxo:,.r 

· · NOT£: On the same date, the President's veto was overridden by the 
House of Representatives and the Sena~. The bill (H.R.. 15927) 
became Public Law 92-460, without the Pn:sident's sipature. 

THE PRESIDENT'S 
NEWS CONFERENCE OF 
OCTOBER 5, 1972 

CHARGES OF CoRRuP'JloN 

Q. Mr. President, what are you planning to do to de
fend yourself against the charges of corruption in your 
Administration? 

THE PRESIDElli'T. Well, I have noted such charges; as 
a matter of fact, I have noted that this Administration 
has been charged with being the most corrupt in history, 
and I have been charged with being the most deceitful 
President in history. • 

The President of the United States has been compared 
in his policies with Adolf Hitler. The policies of the 
U.S. Government to prevent a Communist takeover by 
force in South Vietnam have been called the worst crime 
since the Nazi extermination of the Jews in Germany. 
And the President who went to China and to l\fo.scow, 
and who has brought 500,000 home from Vietnam, has 
been called the number one warmakcr in the world. 

Needless to say, some of my more partisan ad .. isers 
feel that I should respond in kind. I shall not do so-
not now, not throughout this campaign. I run not going 
to dignify such comments. 

In view of the fact that one of the , ·cry few Memb.:rs 
of the Congress who is publicly and actively supporting 
the opposition ticket in this campaign has very ,·igor
ously, yesterday, criticized this kind of tactics, it seems 
to me it makes it not ncc=:try for me to respond. 

I think the rcsponsih!c members of the Democratic 
Pacty will he turned off uy tlw kind 0£ camp.~igning, 
and I would suggest that responsible members of the 
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to rely on the possibility that there was going to be a deal 
until one was made. 

If he did rely on it, he probably, in this instance, came 
out well. He could have come out the other way. 

PROPERTY T A.X RELIEF 

Q. Mr. President, on the question of property taxes 
Mr. Ehrlichrnan has said that the Administration's long
term goal is to reduce property taxes by 50 percent, which· 
would mean about $16 billion from the Federal Govern
ment presumably to States to make up for the property tax 
loss. How v.ill you find that $16 billion "'ithout having to 
increase Federal taxes? 

THE PRESIDE'fl<"T. We can't do it all in one bite. We have 
to begin with that. As Mr. Ehrlichrnan has indicated, that 
is why we have set as a goala 50 percent reduction. 

Now, let me· indicate to you the priorities that I see 
developing with regard to property tax relief. We have to 
start first "'ith the elderly. When I met with Mr. Merriam, 
who, as you know, is the professional working with the 
Ad\'isory Committee on Intergovernmental Relations, he 
gave me some statistics, which to me were terribly depress
ing. There are 1 million retired people in this country who 
have incomes of less than $2,000 a year, and, who, on the 
average, pay a property tax of 33Y3 percent of that 
income.* 

Now that is fiscally wrong, morally wrong, and certainly 
tax wrong. We must begin by lifting that burden from 
those people who have worked all their lives, are now re
tired on what is basically an inadequate amount, and are 
paying one-third of their taxes (incomes) for property 
taxes to send, basically, children to school. 

I have discussed this matter not only with Mr. Merriam, 
but Mr. Shultz and I have had, as you have noted, a num
ber of meetings on this in the past few weeks. We hope 
to ha\'e a plan which we can present at an early date. I 
cannot indicate to you what that date will be, but I will 
say this: One, we are going to propose to the next Con
gress a plan that will relieve-what will start down the 
road of reducing the burden of property taxes. 

The first priority will be to reduce the burden of prop
erty taxes on the elderly, and second, whatever step we 
take, one condition is, it must not require any increase in 
other taxes. We think we have found a formula to do that. 

THE \VATERGATE CASE 

Q. Mr. President, don't you think that your Adminis
tration and the public would be served considerably and 
that the men under indictment would be treated better, 
if you people would come through and make a clean breast 
about what you were trying to get done at the Watergate? 

THE PRESIDE:,.T. One thing that has always puzzled 
me about it is why anyb<xly would have tried to get any
thing out of the \Vatergate. But be that as it may, that 
decision having been made at lower levels, with which I 
had no knowledge, and, a~ I pointed out--

*Thc 33 Y-J pertent figure refers lo low incomr: retired persons in 
th~ !\~onhea,it. Nationwide, the average is about 16 percent of 
retiree's incom~. 

Q. Surely you know now, sir. 
THE PRESIDENT. Just a minute. I certainly feel that 

under the circumstances that we have got to look at what 
ha~ happened and to put the matter into perspective. 

Now when we talk about a clean. breast, let's look at-, 
what has happened. The FBI assigned 133 agents to this 
investigation. It followed out l,8QO leads. It conducted 
1,500 interviews. 1 

Incidentally, I conducted the in\'estigation of the Hiss 
case. I know that is a very unpopular subject to raise in 
some quarters, but I conducted it. It was successful. The 
FBI did a magnificient job, but that investigation, involv
ing the security of this country, was basically a Sunday 
school exercise compared to the amount of effort that was 
put into this. 

I agreed with the amount of effort that was put into it. 
I wanted every lead carried out to the end because I 
wanted to be sure that no member of the White House 
staff and no man or woman in a position of major respon-_J 
sibility in the Committee for Re-election had anything to · _ 
do with this kind of reprehensible activity. 

Now, the grand jury has handed down indictments. It 
-has indicted incidentally two who were with the Com
mittee for the Re-election and one who refused to cooper
ate and another who was apprehended. Under these cir
~umstances, the grand jury now having acted, it is now 
time to have the judicial process go forward and for the 
evidence to be presented. 

I would say finally with regard to commenting on any 
of those who have been indicted, with regard to saying 
anything about the judicial process, I am going to follow 
the good advice, which I appreciate, of the members of 
the press corps, my constant, and I trust will always con
tinue to be, very responsible critics. 

I stepped i...,to one on that when you recall I made in
advertently a comment in D-•. .nvcr about an.individual who 
had been indicted in Califor.ua, the !vfanson case. I ·was 
vigorously criticized for making any comment about the 
case, and so of course, I know you would want me to fol
low the same single standa.-d by not commenting o:;i this 
case. 

CAMPAIGN PLA.-.s 

Q. Mr. President, when a.--e you going to begin inten
sive campaigning, and are you going to begin intensive 
campaigning? 

THE PRESIDENT. I repeat, Mr. \Varren, what I have 
said previously in San Clemente and at San Francisco. 
Until the Congress adjourns, my primary responsibility is 
to stay here and particularly to stay here to fight the battle 
against bigger spending that would lead to bigger taxes. 

I have made a commitment, and l make it here again 
today. There will be no tax increase in 1973. However, 
there is one problem with that commitment. There will 
be no Presidential tax increase. But, we need the coopera
tion of the Congress, and there could be a congressional 
tax increase. If the Congres.~. for example, does not ap
prove the $250 billion ceiling that we have requested, that 
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55. On December 15, 1972 John Ehrlichman met with CIA Director 

Richard Helms, William Colby of the CIA, and John Dean. They discussed 

answers to questions posed by Assistant Attorney General Henry Petersen 

and Assistant U. S. Attorney Earl Silbert. Colby had disclosed on 

November 27, 1972 to the Federal prosecutors that Ehrlichman was the 

person who had requested CIA assistance for Howard Hunt in 1971. They 

also discussed the materials turned over by the CIA to the Justice 

Department on October 24, 1972. 

Page 
55.1 John Ehrlichman log, December 15, 1972 (received 

from SSC) ••••••••.••••••••••••••..•••.•••••••••••••.•••• 652 

55.2 William Colby testimony, Senate Armed Services 
Connnittee, nomination of William Colby to be 
Director of Central Intelligence Agency, July 25, 
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11 :OiJ 
12:GO 

Visit to Red Cro,,s - Proj~c:: ': .IND - }Le;;, .Moir {JS ·i"-332')) 
Se;'lo.to :· :--rugl"t Scott 
P.;::-ess .b;?~C~(grouti.d=r - 450 i:: :.:;_3 

.... I' \" ~:vu 
3:20 
4: 15 
5 :00 

::te .:1.~y C a 3::en 
Budg.at 1n~~ti:ig 
Roy Asn 
P:-esident 

FRI!)AY. DECE..i.v13ER 15, 1972 

10:00 
10:30 
11;00 

Sailyanne Payton 
Ed Harper 
Bob Fri, Ken Cole 

11:45 Budget meeting - Roosevelt Room 
12 :45-2:00 President 
2:00 Bill Ruckelshaus 
3:00 Theodore White 

Q:oo · J"ohn Dean, Richard Helms, Willi~ Colby 

SATURDAY. DECEMBER 16, 1972 

9:30 
11-2 
2:10 
7:30 

Shultz, Ruckelshaus, Morrill, Fairbanks, Cole 
HRH office - lvlaiek, HRH, Higby, Hullin 
Andy Hunter 
BLACK TIE White House dinner 

SUNDAY, DECEMBER 17, 1972 

1:00 Redskins vs. Buffalo Bills 

MONDAY, DECEMBER 18, 1972 

9:00 
10:00 
11 :00 
11: 15 
11 :30 
12:30 

Ollie Atkins ( new JDE ?hoto) Library
Henry Ki3si.nger 
Jack Suthe:-la~d 
David -x-oung 
Saul P~ t t (AP) 

1 : __ 30 Lu z1ch '.".:i.th Garr:r..~~r..t - Con£ ~ ... ~i !.Ce DLni::1.g Room 
2:GO Pr, .:!si ~ :~:::t, Kleincli~n.st (:20 B ·: ':rice) 
2.:~S 'I irn.r .. (1on s.~ z1.·egler., Bullin 
3:.30 Diel-:: Co -J:t 
3 >.!.S I:L,y .,\ s !1 
4 :0J PI"e s i d.=.t, t 
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163 

Q1iestion; Dia tlte CIA receive any indication frmn tlte Justice Department at 
tluu time ,u;I to oi,ve certain material to the proseetitors at allt If tJO, .u:as c. 
rea,Yon gi-1.·enf 

Answer.· Justice Department representatives agreed with our concerns over 
the sensitivity of the material nnd indicated they would bold the material but 
would diseuss it with the prosecutors. 

QueJttion. D4d the CIA. receive any inclication from the Ju11tice Department not 
lo give f6riain material to the prosecutors untU the time of tlte trialf If so, wai1 a 
re-given! 
Answer. Again it was agreed that the prosecutors would not be briefed until 
sbt>rtly before the trial to minimize chances for an opportunttY of leakage. · · 

QHestion. If the security of CIA operations icere at iMue, and the prosecutors 
sh&nltl ,v,t see it for that ~a~on, u;ouldn't this be tlie case at the time of trial mt 
iceU ~. before trial! · 

~a\n~r. Yes, but the risk of lenkage would be lessened and it might not be 
neees.iary. . . 

Quektion. Did yo1' and, Mr. Helms tli8cuss at any poh,t that s11c1i iJ re~1nest 
from the .Justice Department migltt imply an inclinatio1i to limit the lnvestigation 
of JJ()~ble criminal conduct!' · · 

Answer.No. 

Quc/ltion. Mr. Colby, I wo1tltl like to read brieffy from tu;o memoratHlr.i which 
relltte to your meeting witl~ Mr. Petersen, Mr. Silbert, a.nd Mr. Lau:re11ce Houston 
of So-rember 27, 1972. · 

Answer. The meeting was with :\Ir. Petersen, )Ir. Sill>ert and llr. Warner, not 
Mr. Houston, on 27 November 1972. 

DE~EllBE& 18,-1972. 
Memorandum for the record. 
Suhjeet: lleeting at the White House on December 15. 1972, re: \\'at1>rgate Case,. 

Participants: Richard Helms and William Colby , CI.\.; John Ehrli<:bman ancl 
John Dean, the White House. 
1. After preliminary remarks, Colby gave, a summary of CIA's (lealings with 

the FBI and the Department of Justice with respect to Howard Hunt. He said 
we first rpsponded at the working le,el to c·ertain normal quPstions about Hunt's 
and friends' earlier association with CIA; However. Hunt's notebook and.docu
ments and certain other leads pointed to CIA, and it ,.as determined that an 
adequate answer to these should be given at the top le¥el of the FBI rilther than 
at the working level. This was done, to Acting Director Gray, and the reply iu
cluclecl a response to a follow-up question of the FBI's as to any other alias or 
documentation. In this description was referred to the names "Warren'' and 
"Leonard" and certain aclditionnl assistance given in July and August 1971 as 
authorized by an extra-Agency official. Colby pointed out that there was no 
specilkation of who this official ,Yas. l\Ir. Gray had allowed ona otLer indi.idual 
to know of this material, W. l:Iark Felt, and it was our impression that that in~. 

-••1111-•a:r,ormation had not gone any further. 
2. Colby further explained that l\lr. Silbert. in charge of the ease, had generatecl 

some additional questions. including some about the alias "W'arren" and a ":Ur. 
[deleted]" ,vhose n!lme and telephone number appeared in l1r. Hunt's materials. 
Again, the Agency had wanted to respond at the highest level only. and the Direc
tor and l\I r. Houston visited Attorney General KlPiudienst with a memo replying 
to these qnPstions. The Attornel General hacl clirected that the m.lterinl not go 
to the r. S. Attorney's Office, directed l\fr. HPnry Petersen to handle the matter 
discrpetl)" and inform Silbert as appropriate. Colby tlwn saicl thnt he and John 
"'nrner had het>n asked to visit l\Ie;;srs. Petprsen and Silbert. in which interview 
~ilbert foeu~etl in on thP rpfereuee to a '·duly authorized Pxtra-Agicney ret1uest.'' 
Colhy ;;aill la- had danced around the room :<e,·eral times for ten 111i1111t1>s to try 
to a,·oitl becoming speeific on thi;;, finally naming tltP "'bite Hon:-e. :llld wns then 
pinned 1,y :,;iJhPrt with a demand for the iu1mP. at whid1 point the m1mp of the 
imli,idnal was 1-,'iven. Colby :-::till that WP have worked up answers to illlditional 
tJnestions i.,'iven b~· Silbert at tllllt time hnt :<Uspendt>tl submitting tht-lll until after 
this mPetin.i;. 

35-780 0 - 74 - 43 

3. )Ir. Ehrlichman sought some precision ahont thP alleged phone calls in terms 
of ll:ites, etl'. These were giniu to him as the first plwue call bt-iug IJt>t'ore ::!'.! .Tul:r 
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rn,1 :uul the terminntil;g phone call being on 27 .August 1!)71. ::\lr. F:hrliehm~n 
!'aid he did not rememlJer the first one at all. ~les;,rs. Helms and Colhy sm<l 
the)· were merely working on General Cushman's memory that there had _het>ll 
a ph()ne call requesting sorne form of general help for lluf!t. )lr. Helm,; l".'intl'tl 
ont that we would not bave been likely to respond to Hunt's request without 
some such accreditation, as our rules nbout i,,;suing false documeut.ation are 
,·en- strict. Mr. Dean asked a few questions about our procedures and whether 
we ·1uul recoYered the false documents, to which the answer was given that 
we h:ul not although normally we should have done so. A short summai:-y w:u, 
"iven of tb~ type of assistance rendered tQ )Ir. Hunt on 23 July and in Angust 
:ml the fact that . the demand for a backstopped telephone had tdggere<l our 
decision to cut off the assistance. Mr. Helms stated that be was quite ignorant 
of the specifics, as be believes he was first brought into it when Hunt had asked 

· for a secretary to be assigned to him from our Paris Station. and he Imel cnn
currPd that the answer to this and further assistance should be negati,e. lfr. 
Ehrliehm.an took down the dates of the two alleged phone calls and said he 
would check up on bis schedule, etc., to see whether there was any 1>0ssiuiHty. 
He said that Hunt at that time was not working for him but for Colson, and 
he bad not joined Ehrlichman's statf until later. Ehrlichman said that he thougl1t 
Hunt had been working on the tracing of document leaks during that peri(){l. 

4. The point was brought out that it was our understanding this material 
was all made a,·ailable to l\Ir. Silbert as a preparation against possible que,,tiom; 
raised by the defense but that he was now talking in somewhat different terms. 
llr. Dean said that he probably would want to use this material to pro,e that 
Hunt and Liddy operated in alias and that it would be easier to pi:-ove it b:r a 
CU. te,stimony than by witnesses. It was agreed all around this would be a 
mistake. as t11e entire matter was totally irrele,ant to the main trial a.nd would 
be a red herring. 

5. :\Ir. Dean was shown the material prepared for passage to l:lr. Peterse,n 
in response to l\Ir. Silbert's latest questions. 1t was agreed that thei-e, woul<l 
be held up. At Mr. Ehrlichman's request, Colby agreed to ask General Cushman 
to phone him so they could discuss the details of the alleged telephone calls. 

6. As an aside, Mr. Ehrlichman recalled a discussion with :\Ir. HPlms in w'hich 
the latter had gh-en him some "fatherly advice" that Hunt was [deleted] llr. 
Helms said that we had perhaps kept Mr. Hunt on a little longer than we shoulcl 
ha,·e but that we bad se,eral years ago separated bim from more operntional 
tasks. It was worked out tlult this conver!;ation probably took place after the 
e,·ents discussed above, i.e., later in the fall of 1971. 

7. llr. Ehrlichman congrntulated l\Ir. Helms on the l\Iarchetti decision and said 
that J1e had instructed ilr. Hampton of the Ci\·il Service Commission to look 
into the possibility of applying this technique more broadly. llr. Helms nitree<l 
mul stressed the importance of some control of classification. In this, :i\Ii:-. Heinis 
i;:aicl that \le had a somewhat critical letter fi:-om :\Ir. Eisenhower, to which 
:'.\Ii:-. Ehrlicbman said that he also had added one of his own asking t.h:1t HPlmR 
he, as forthcoming as possible. lir. Helms said we would be replying to these 
in goocl time. He explained that the intelligence business depends upon a fidu
ciary relationship of continued secrecy and that we eannot de,elop sources if 
we acquire the reputation of declassifying their identities and exposing them to 
difficulties. • · · 

"·· E. COLBY, E;rcc11fii-e Director-Comptroller. 

ADDEXDL'lI 

)Cr. Colby ealk•d General ('ushnrnn aml s:1iil that )Ir. Ehriichmt1n did not re
mernllt'r the fir!--t phone, call and that it hall . hee-n arrani:l'ed that GenPi:-:11 Cush
man shoulcl eall :\Ir. EhrJichman to cliscu;;s the matter General Cushm:m said 
he woulcl do so. · 

:'.\Iemoramlnm for the record . 
Snhj?et: Wati>r~te f'nsP. 

WEC. , 

XovE1rn~ 27, 197:?. 

1. The Exe,cnt.h.·e Dirl'('tor. lk. "\V. E. Colh)·. :mrl the, c\C"tin~ General Counsel, 
)Ir . . Tohn K "\"\'arner. mf't for npproximntely onf' hour with )lr. H€'nry F.. Pett>r
i;:nn . .\ssist.nnt Attornf'y General. Criminal Di,·h,ion. Dt>partment of .lnsti<'e. :rnrl 
llr. Earl J. Silhert. Principnl Assistant United Stntes • .\ttorney for th~ Di:<trict 
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any funds. ::Ur. Silbert asked if there was any coincidence in [deleted} retiring 
on 10 Jnne since he had been in touch with both McCord and Hunt. We sai,J 
there was no connection· but [deleted] simply sent names and resumes in re-
sponse to i:qeuests. .-· 

10. Mr. Colby pointed out that the Agency wanted to cooperate in every way 
but felt that the sensiti;it; of the matter required that it be done at the Peter• 
sen and Silbert level and not at the normal FBI invesigative level. Both llr. 
Petersen and Mr. Silbert a-ppeared to fully understand the Agency's position in 
this regara . . 

JORN S. WA&.'<ElL 

C 
· · · · -· Acting GenenJJ Colfn3el. 

QHe ... ti,>~ • .4.re both. f)f these mcmorand. a accru·ate aeco1mts of your meeting toil/& 
r. Peterse11 and .Jlr. SUoertl . . -

..\nswer. · I believe that both of these- memoranda were re-asollllbl.r accurattt 
repre,,;entations of what oceuned at that meeting. · · 

Q,.,,,,ti,}lf-.. If your men later menwrandu,n i.it ace11rttle, 1ohu ,crn,ltl uo11 bclf('"t'e 
it impurlmit to avoid becomiJJg specific -icitl, Jlr. Silbert a·>ld Jlr. Petersen 0011-
cernmg Jlr. Ehrlichffl611', na1'M'1! · 

.!.nswer. The question was one or CI.l's assistance to lit'. Howard Hunt. This 
information was provide<l. It was pointed out that this assistance-. was <lUIJ" au
thorized. I did not believe it essential to volunteer to tbe prosecutors the precise 
anthorization under which CIA acted, although I gave that information when 
asked the direct question. · 

C
Q1ie.,ti1I. If. Ditl yo11 mention. ill tTie "!,"oi:ember Z7 11.WC'till[l the. trn. nscripl nf the 
n"hman/Hunt meetin!J iii J,ily 1971. o,· that Jlr. EhrliC'hman M!~initiated- a 
ll to the .!gency prior to Jfr. H1111t'.9 t•i.,it therf'? . . . __ .. 

Answer: l diil not mentton · the transcript but I did inclicate that· )[r. E11rlich
an had made the call to General Cushman before )Ir. Hunt's visit' to General-
t~hman. · · ' · · · · · · - · · · 

Q11e11no11·. wa.i tM, t11c· first umc vo,i hatl erer been a.,1.;cii JJpeeifif.aiiu aoont 
tlte i1lentity of the perso,i i!:'ho recommell(led Jlr. Hunt to the .Agency! 

Answer. This wus the first time outside the .o\.gency: 
Q1te8tion. So f., it fair to say that altho119h yo11 1,:1:re rel11drmt at t11i• jir.,t 

meeting yrm ,lid. give the J11Jllice Drpartment tlli., informatirm the jir!Jt time y,m 
u:ere ,e.•ked 1 · 

Answer. Yes. 

Q11e.,tio11. Di~l yin, meet mith General C11sl1 ma11 011 Deeember tJ! 

.!.nswer. Yes. 
Que.'Jtinn.' Tllis i., apvarellll11 prinr tn the De('ember 15 meeting at the White 

Jlr,111,e 1l'ith ·.1lr. Helm,., Jlr. Ehrlichmm1, a;Hlllr. Dca11-hino ditl l11is meetin!J 
u;it/r. GeneralOu,,Tmwn cn111e aboutl' · · 

.!uswer. In preparin;? the answers to )Ir. Silbert's questions I felt it desin1ble, 
to cheek General Cusllman·s memory of these e,·ents. 

Q11c1<tin11. Dirl yrm a#,; G,merul C11.~h11i1111, f(} 1uite a memormuli,;,i to .1Ir: 
Ehr1iclr ma11 at that jir!Jt meeting! 

..\.nswer. Xo. 
Qne,1tio1t. Di1l yo·u 111to-10 G,:11eml. C'11-~llman at tltat fir:tt meetin!I the tra11.if:"ript 

of It i11 cn11nmwtion 1rith ll r. I/tint! 
..\.n><wer . ..\.t the first mee-ting I :-:tate<l to (~ent>ral C'u~l1wan that we, w:mte.1 to be 

:,;nre of the identity of the ,vhite Hon><e caller who l1ncl spon:;:orl-'fl )lr. Hunt',;: 
n-t111e"t for assist:rn<'t' in .ruly lffil. I 1li1l not :it first slww Gener:11 Cu;;luuan the, 
tran.,nipr. Gt>nt>ral Cu;.hmun rPplit'tl that he thou~ht it w:1;, )Ir. Ehrtkhm:m. )Ir. 
C11!,m11. or :"IIr. Ht>an or snmt>one ~twh H>' thnt whom ht> knew. I then ,-htHYt>tl him 
the tr:111,:<•ript an1l he ai;:rePd that it must ha,·e heen Ehriichman. 

QnP.•fi•m. lra~ ht• fully aw11n· anti ,lit/ bt• r,·mt•mhPr tlmt Jlr. El1rliC'lr11w,~ 
llf1tl ,·111/etl him to cxtttbli.,h Cl.l liai.•tm witll .llr. ll1111t.' 

• .\ IIS\\"t•r. \° I':<. 
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contact, as I understand, then later you were reqcest~d by 

Mr. Colby or someone to "'yiri te a memorandu.rn about ti'-1e matter. 

General Cushman. Yes, sir. 

Senator Thurmond. This was done at t.i-:e request. of the 

prosecutor or somebody in the Justi(!e Department? 

General Cushman. Yes; sir. 

I would have to defer to Mr. Colby. I think he may kno~ 

why the memoranda were being prepared. 

Senator Thurmond. I will be glad for him to answer. 

Mr. Colby. · Well, at the time that we first started 

talking to t.rie Justice Department we had some impression .in 

the agency that it was Mr. Ehrlichrnan who had called a,nd we 

had used that name _with t.1-ie prosecutor, Mr. Zilbert, and with 

the Attorney General. NE didn't really have direct evidence of 

that and in mid-December Hr. Helms and r ·were asked to.go see 

Mr. Ehrlichman and Mr. Dean and I recounted t.11.e material that 

had been forwarded to the Justice Depar~ment or summarized 

it and mentioned that we had told them we thought the name was 

Ehrlichrnan that had made the original call._Mr. Ehrlichman 

said that he didn't recall that particular ph<;me call, he j"ust 

didn't recall, and he se~rned p~rplexed about it, and I said, 

that, well, we didn't have any really good evidence on it, the 

1 
.. only fellow on our side who would know anything about it would 

be General Cushman, and Mr. Ehrlichman asked rne to get in 

touch with General Cu:ohr:ian so they could refresh their r.1emories 
·."' ~t; lo 
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Mr. DASH. Were you aware the Patman committee was in fact 
planning to ca:11 or subpena a number of the witnesses that would be 
involved in the criminal prosecution? 

Mr. PETERSEN. Only from the public press. 
Mr. D.asH. Was it yaur position that such a congressional committee 

might prejudice the criminal prosecution? 
Mr. PETERSEN. Yes, and I sent a letter. The letter was prepared by 

my staff in the office of legal counsel, it was sent to Congressman Pat
man setting forth our position and the fact that under the Delaney 
case the Government is regarded as a monolith and the actions of a 
congressional committee are attributable to the prosecution in that and 
it might result in prejudicial publicity, yes. 

Mr. DASH. Did you later learn what.happened to the subpenas that 
were proposed to be sent in the Patman committee investigation~ 

)fr. I'ETER.sEN. I have no idea about that. 
)fr. DA.SH. As a matter of fact, the vote ,vas against subpenaing 

them and-- · 
l\fr. PETERSEN. I understand. 
:M~ DASH. It never got off the ground. 
Mr. PETI:RsEN. I understand there was such a vote. 
Mr. DASH. On October 24, 1972, do you recall receiving certain docu
ents from Mr. Kleindienst which had been turned over to Mr. Klein
enst by CIA relating to Mr.Hunt's activities? 
Mr. PETERSEN. Yes, I do. 
Mr. DAsH. On October 24, were these just documents or did they 

include photographs, do :vou know? 
Mr. PETERSEN. My recollection is that there was a series of photo

graphs attached to the package. I guess to recount the situation I was 
called up to Mr. Kleindienst's office, l\fr. Helms and his counsel, Larry 
Houston, were there, they expressed some reservations about potential 

e embarrassment to the CIA and that they were there with certain in
formation as a result of questions generated by 1\Ir. Silbert, they hoped 
it would not be necessary to disclose them, I took the information and 
left with Larry Houston, sat down and examined their concerns and 
their concerns related to the hope that had been furnished to CIA and 
the_re was one possible wholly unrelated valid CIA activity inrnlved 
which they were most desirous of protecting. I assured them we would 
try and do that, made arrangements to ,ret Earl Silbert m·er th<'re and 
while he went over the documents, we studied those photographs and 
we couldn't make any sense of them at all. 

l\fr. DASH. To refresh your recollection, do you recall that there 
were actually two times you may have received certain documents, 
once documents alone from )fr. Kleindienst. on October 24. and some 
documents in which photographs were attached sometime in the early 
part of ,Tunuary-.Tanuary iH 

Mr. PETERSEX. No, I don't renlC'mber anv ,Tanuarv 3d, )fr. Dash. We 
got some documents from CIA in Octobe

0

r and some documents from 
CIA in December. 

Now, I could be mistaken, thev mav have been attaehed to the De
cember documents hnt my recollc>ction is they. were in the October 
package. 

Mr. DAsn. l\fay I show yon a copy of a memorandum dah•d Decem
ber ri, 1972, and attached to it are Xerox copil's of photographs and 
S<'C if thC'se are the rC'cords that yon did recC'ive? 
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l\fr. PETERSEN. I recognize one which is a picture of l\Ir. Liddy in 
front of a stationery store which has the sign on the window "Xerox 
Copies While You Wait.'' I recognize that one. I recognize another 
one in which there is an address 11923 on the building, a car outside. 
I n:>cognize another one in which there is written in on it-two auto-
mobiles-reserv<><l Dr . .Fielding, reserved Dr. Rothberg. . 

Mr. DASH. Actually what you did receive were Xeroxes of photo-
graphs, not photographs themselves? , . 

l\Ir. PETERSEX. That is right. , 
l\Ir. DasH. And do they appear something like these Xeroxes I have 

shown you? . , 
~fr. PETERSEN. Those I have mentioned to you; yes, sir. 
l\Ir. DASH. 1Vhen you received these, was there any _indication to 

you as to what investigation these drafts related to~ 
~Ir- PETERSE:!'i'. Ko, we were im·estigating, of course, activities of 

Hunt and Liddy out in California, trying to figure out why, what its 
relationship to 1Vatergate was, and Silbert and I sat down and went 
o\·er these documents and we couldn't relate them to anything. Later ·· 
we asked CL<\, I guess, and they didn't have any descripth·e data. or 
negatives or actual photographs or anything that would assist us. 

Mr. DAsTI. 1Vere you aware of the special inwstigatinO' unit which 
had been called the Plumbers that was in the "~hite House? 

l\Ir. PETERSEN. No, sir. 
l\!r. DASH. Did your Criminal Division play any role in the investi-

gation of the Pentagon Papers leak? · 
Mr. PETERSEN. No, sir. 
Mr. DASH. ,vere you aware of the im·estigation that this so-called 

investigating unit was making of Dr. Ellsberg or his psychiatrist? · 
l\Ir. PETERSEN. No, sir. 
l\fr. DASH. And when you noticed, I think there was some evidence, 

some 9f these photographs referred to a Dr. Fielding, did you know 
who Dr. Fielding was~ 

l\Ir. PETERSEN. No, sir. • 
Mr. DAsu. Or whether or not he was related in any way to l\f r. Ells

berg. So that in ·receiving these documents, would it be fair to say that 
they did not put you on notice of any break-in or effort to break into 
Dr. Fielding's office? . 

Mr. PETERSEN. They did not. ·. 
:Mr. DASH. Or had any relation to the investigation by the Justice 

Department investigation of Mr. Ellsberg or the prosecution that was 
going on? · 

Mr. PETERSEN. We didn't relate those documents to the E11sberg 
ca.se, I think, until the time of l\f r. Krogh's affidavit in connection 
with the Ellsberg matter. · 

Mr. DASH. l\f~. Chairman. I would like to have the memorandum · 
of December 5, 1972, with the accompanying Xerox copies of photo
gmohs marked appropriatl•ly and admitted inc\'icfonce. · 

Senator EnnN. Let the reporter assign it the nppropriatc exhibit 
nmnhei·. 

[The documents referred to "'ere marked l'xhihit Xo. 1-16.*] 
•se~ r. :!S61. 
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56. On January 8, 1973 former CIA Deputy Director Cushman sent a 

memorandum to John Ehrlichman identifying as the person who requested 

CIA assistance for Howard Hunt in 1971 one of the following: Ehrlichman, 

Charles Colson or John Dean. On January 10, 1973 after discussions 

with-Ehrlichman and Dean, Cushman changed the memorandum to state that 

he did not recall the identity of the White House person who requested 

assistance for Hunt. 
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response which Krogh wrote down for his secretary and she returned 
the call. I have submitted to the committee the document prepared by 
Mr. Krogh's secretary after the call was returned to Mr. Liddy-and 
I might note that was not in the exhibits when I assembled them last 
night but :J do know where it is, on the table at home. 

Senator BAKER. I take it you will supply that document later in your 
t~timony? · 

:Mr. DEAN. Yes, Senator; I will. 
Senator BAKER. Thank you very much. ·· 
['Ihe document referred to was marked exhibit No. 34-31.*) 
·lir. DEAN. On Friday afternoon, January 5, •I received a report 

from O'Brien that 1Liddy had been rather miffed and annoyed that 
Krogh had •been unwilling to speak with him. I reported this to Krogh, 
who asked if I would personally see what I could do, because Krogh 
felt sorry for Liddy but just couldn't talk with him. I agreed ·I would 
do something and on Saturday, January 6, I called Liddy from my 
house at his home. It was a brief call in which I told him the reason 
Krogh had not called and told him that Krogh had ~at sympathy 
for his plight. Liddy said he understood. The only thmg I can recall 
Liddy saying to me ·was that he hoped that there ·would ·be some money 
forthcoming for his lawyer. I said 11 would ·pass that message along. 
I also expressed sympathy over his situation and the call ended. I 
later reported to Krogh that Liddy understood why he did not speak 
with him personally and Krogh appreciat~d it. . · .. · . 

RETRIEnxo CIA ~fATERIAL FROM THE DEPARTIIEYT OF Jus~~ .· : 

Now I am going to turn to the receiving, the retrieving CIA mate
rials _frof!l the Department of Justice in connection with the 
m vest1gat10n. · .· · 

As a result of a conversation I had ·with Ehrlichman, I was asked.
to attempt to have the CIA retrieve from the Department of Justice 
information relating to Hunt's dealings with the CJ:A. To understand 
Ehrlichman's request, I must ·provide some background. During the 
course of the Watergate investigations, the prosecutots had requested 
material from the CIA. and, because of the fact that this material 
related to the White House, the CL~ ha:d informed the 'White House 
of the request. The first incident when this came up was regarding · 
the fact of who had made the initial request to the CL\ to assist Hunt. 
General Cushman had been the Deputy Director of the CIA at the 
time the matter occurred, and when he was asked, he reported that 
he had been requested from John Ehrlichman. ,Vhen Ehrlichman was 
informed of this, I belie,·e hy General Cushman. he denied the fact 
that he had eYer made such n request~ and told Cushman that he had 
neYer been asked for such assistance. 

Subsequently~ General Cushman prepared a memorandum that indi
cated that the request had come from either Ehrlichman, Colson, or 
myself. Ehrlichman forwarded a copy of this document to me and 
asked if I would get this matte!.'" taken care of. I told him I thought 
it wns somewhat stran~e that my name wns on the memorandum from 
Cushman in that I had nc,·er spoken with Cushman in my life. 

•see p. 123S. 
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He then asked me if I did not think it would be better that Cushman 
mentioned no one since he could not remember who it was. I remember 
suspecting at the time, as I do today, that Ehrlichman had had my 
name inserted in the memorandum as a means of getting me to make 
sure that Cushman would have no names in the memorandum at all. 
I remember calling General Cushman and telling him that I had 
received from Ehrlichman a copy of his memorandum and that I was 
somewhat surprised to find my name in it because this was the first 
time I had ever spoken with him. He agreed that we had never talked 
and I said that Ehrlichman had suggested to me that, if he could not 
remember who it was, he, Cushman, probably should not mention 
anvone. 

A short time later, another memorandum on this subject of who 
had asked for Hunt to have the assistance of the CL.\. come forward 

L
from General Cushman and this time no names were mentioned at 
all It was after this episode in getting the Cushrrtan statement cor
rected th. at I had an occasion to discuss this with Colson. Colson told 
me that he had been present when Ehrlichman had made the call to 
Cushman. 

The other CIA. material relating to Hunt's dealings with the CL\. 
emanated from a series of questions that had been asked by the Water-
gate prosecutors. I recall a discussion with CIA Director Helms and 
one of his deputies in Ehrlichman's office when they went over the 
type of material that they would be providing to the Department of 
Justice. 

I subsequently had occasion, while at the Department of Justice, 
to talk with Henry Petersen about the CL\ material and he showed 
me a. copy of the information the CL.\. had provided him, and he told 
me Mr. Gray had the same material. I remember that the document 
had attached to it a number of photographs which had come from a 
camera-again my text has gotten confused-had.come from a camera. 
the camera which had been returned by Hunt to the CL.\.. It is a 
camera that had been borrowed by Hunt from the CIA. The pictures, 
which had been processed by the CIA, included a picture of Licldv 
standing in front of-Ellsberg's psychiatrist's office. ~ 
- I informed Ehrlichman about this and that is the reason that he 
subsequently requested that I seek to retrie,e the documents before the 
Senate investigators !r()t a copy of the material. 

I discussed this with Petersen, but he said that thev had received 
a letter in ear1v J anuarv of this vear from Senator Mansfield rerrardin~ •. 
the maintenance of all records· relating to the case and that the only 
thin~ that he could do would be to extract the document and leave 
a card to the effect that the document had been returned to CIA. 

I reported this to Ehrlichman and he told me that he thouaht that 
the CIA ought to get all of the material back and that no card should 
·be left in the file and that national security grounds should be used to 
withhold release of the information. 

On Febrnarv 9, 19i~. ·I snoke with DirC'ctor Schlesing-er of the CIA 
and asked hini if it would be possible to retrien, the material that had 
been sent to the Department of .Justice in connection with tht> Water
gate investhration. I told him that I had discussed this ,Yith the 
Department of .Tustice and they indicated that the~· would rnerC'ly leaw 
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Mr. ILu,m .. TON. When did you first learn of the break-in of Dr. Ells-
berg's psychiatrist's office~ . 

General OusHMAN. I think it was when I was in Europe just before 
being called back to testify to the oversight committees of the CIA, 
which was May 13. I think I heard about it about the 10th when it 
appeared in the newspapers. 

Mr. HAMILTON. That was May of which year~ 
General CusHMA..~. 1973, sir. 
Mr. HAMILTON. Did you have· an occasion in January of this year, 

to prepare two memorandums to Mr. Ehrlichman on your contacts 
with Mr. Hunt 1 

General CusIDrrAN. I did, sir. 
l\fr. HAMILTON. I would like to show you memorandums that are 

dated January 8 and January 10, 1973, on the subject contact with Mr. 
Hunt., and I will pass these copies over to you. I believe the committee 
has already been provided with copies of these memorandums. General 
Cushman, are these the two memorandums that you prepared 9 

General Cusm.rAN. Yes, sir; they certainly look like copies of them. 
Mr. HAMILTON. Mr. Chairman, I would ask that these memorandums 

be submitted into the record at this time. 
Senator ERVIN. Without objection, it is so ordered. 
[The documents referred to were marked exhibits Nos. 125 and 

126*.] 
Mr. HAMWI'O:.J. Do these memorandums contain a summary of your 

experience with Mr. Hunt that you have just given us in testimony! 
General CusHMAN. Yes, sir; they do. 
Mr. HAMILTON. Would you give us the circumstances that sur

rounded the preparation of these memorandums, in your own words, 
please, sir¥ 

General CusHMAN. Yes, sir. 
I ·believe the date was December 13, 1972. I was Commandant of 

the Marine Corps at the time, and Mr. Colby came to see me, he was 
then the No. 3 man in the CIA, he came to see me and stated that the 
Agency had been directed to prepare a summation of their contacts 
with Howard Hunt. 

This had been directed, I gathered, by the Department of Justice, 
the prosecutors in the case. So he refreshed my memory on the phone 
call. I could not remember in December of 1972 who had telephoned 
me from the White House. I thou.ght it was Mr. Ehrlichman, but I 
was not sure. When I had conversation on July 22 with Howard Hunt, 
a number of names had been dropped in the conversation, Mr. Col
son's, Mr. Ehrlichman's, mavbe Mr. Dean's. I do not know~ in. any 
event, I eould not be very certain. I refreshed my memory from the 
transcribed conversation, and while Ehrlichman's name appeared in it. 
I did not know whether this was sufficient for me to go putting- it in 
writing or not; and the tape, of course, was the property of the Agency, 
so I did not know just where I stood on that. 

I then prepared the first memo which is dated January 8--wait, I 
have to go back a little bit. Apparently. these papers were the subject 
later of conversation between Mr. Colbv and the prosecutor and, I 
gather. Mr. Ehrlichman, I do not know. The next thing that happened, 

•see pp. 3390, 3391. 
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to my own knowledge, was along about January 7 or 8 this year, Mr. 
Colby called and said that Mr. Ehrlichman disputed the phone call 
incident, and would I prepare a memorandum stating to the best of my 
recollection, what had happened. So I prepared the first memorandum, 
in which I said Ehrlichman, Mr. Colson, or perhaps Mr. Dean. I 
simply cannot recall at this late date which one it is, of my own 
knowledge. 

I then got. a call, as I remember it, from John Ehrlichman saying, 
"Loo~ I can't recall prior to July 22 and, in fact, my records show I 
was out of town for a considerable length of time.'' 

Well, this shook up my recollection even worse, and so I offered,. 
without being asked, I offered to take names out of it since I did not 
think it would be fair when I could not swear to it. And then, I wrote 
the second memorandum in which I said that I could not recall who 
placed the call at this late date but it was someone whom I recognized 
in the White House. · 

The :fact of the matter was that I had not combed through the 
minutes of the daily staff meetings. I had checked my own files and in 
the office at CIA to see whether there was any record of this phone call 
and I could not find one. However, in preparing the statement before 
the committees that Dr. SchlesinO'er had to make in May he had a 
thorough search made of all possible documents and came up, I believe 
his secretary found them, came up with the minutes of the meetini of 
,T uly 8, in which I definitely stated that Mr. Ehrlichman had called. 
So, based upon that I swore out an affidavit, I believe it is May 13, 
and used that affidavit before the CIA oversight committees, the three 
of them before whom I had to testify. 

Mr. HAMILTON. So the record wiil be clear, I would like to read the 
relevant portions from these two memorandums, a sentence or two 
from each. 

The January 8 memorandum states: 
I received a call over the White House line from either Mr. Ehrlichman, Mr. 

Colson, or perhaps Mr. Dean (I simply cannot recall at this late date just which 
one it was) stating that Mr. Hunt would call on me to ask for some support and 
that he was working on a matter for the person calling. 

Now, in the January 10 memorandum this sentence appears: 
"I cannot recollect at this late date who placed the call, but it was 

someone with whom I was acquainted, as opposed to a stranger." And 
the names o:f Mr. Ehrlichman, Mr. Colson, and Mr. Dean appear no
where in the memorandum. 

General GusHMAN. Right. 
Mr. HAMILTON. Now, if I could ask you just a few questions on 

these two documents .. First o:f all, since you reviewed the transcript 
of your conversation with Mr. Hunt on December 13 and because on 
page 3 of that transcript it is stated that it was Mr. Ehrlichman who 
had called you, why did you have any real doubt that indeed it was 
:Mr. Ehrlichman who had made the telephone call to you in July 19711 

General GcrsnMAN. Well, my recollection was that it was Mr. Ehr
lichman, but I was more eoncerned with putting it down on a piece of 
paper. I didn't know, as I say, that I could get a transcript of the 
tape-I didn't have this transcript. The Agency had it and showed it 
to me. And the £act that it was a tape recording and that it belonged 
to the Agency made me a little worried. I wanted some-thing to cor-
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roborate it. Perhaps I was wrong on that, but that is the way I felt 
about it. 

And it wasn't until May of this year that we found what I consider 
to be corroborating entry in the records. 

Mr. ILnnLTON. Now, after the January 8 memorandum was sent to 
the ·white House, did you also receive a call from Mr. Dean~ 

General CusHMAN. A.s I recall, I did get a call from Mr. Dean in 
which he said that we didn't know each other and he was certain he 
hadn't talked to me, and I had to agree with him, that we had not met, 
and that I couldn't explain why I put his name in, frankly. 

But his name was in the papers a lot and Mr. Hunt I think may 
have mentioned him sometime during the conversation I had with him 
but I am not sure of that. 

Mr . HAMILTON. Well, I don't believe in the transcript which we have, 
which admittedly is a partial transcript because some of these sections 
are blocked out, not typed, I don't believe, in that transcript that Mr. 
Dean's name appears in it. ·· 

Do you have any other explanation at this time why his name did 
appear in the January 8 memorandum¥ -

General CusHMAN. No, I don't, only what I have said. 
Mr. liA:MILTON. Now, I believe vou stated that you removed these 

three names from the memorandum voluntarily~ . _ - -
General CusHMAN. Yes, sir. ._,_ · 
Mr. liAMIL"WN. Is it your testimony that Mr. Ehrlichman put no 

pressure at all on you to have his name removed? 
General CusHMAN. No, sir. 
Mr. HAMILTON. In your press conference that you had when you 

came back from Europe, you stated at page 19 that you tore up the 
first memorandum at Mr. Ehrlichman 's request, and did Mr. Ehrlich
man make a request to you that the first memorandum be torn up and. 
that a second memorandum be substituted 1 

General CUSHMAN. No. I would say that that is an inaccurate phras
ing. He didn't ask me to tear it up. In fact, I guess he kept the original 
as far as I know, but I tore up the copy when I wrote the new memo
randum on January 10, 1973. But he did not make a specific request 
that I tear it up. · 

Mr. HAMILTON. So the statement you made in your press confer-
ence---- · 

General CusHMAN: Is not precise. 
Mr. HAMILTON [continuing]. Ts inaccurate. 
My final question, and I think this may be of some interest to the 

committee. If you tore up your copy of the memorandum, how did 

L you produce for us last night the copy of the January 8 memora .ndum 
that we no,v have~ 

General CusHM.AN. The secretary who took it when I dictated it 
over at the Agency had retained her stenographic notebook. 

l\Ir. H ,nnLTON. l\fr. Chairman, I have no more questions. ·. 
Senator ER\'IN. Mr. Thompson. 
Mr. THOMPSON. General Cushman, ns l understand it, you reviewed 

the transcript of this conversation with Hunt on December 13, 1972. 
General CusHMAN. Of this year. 
Mr. TmnrPsox. Of this yead 
General CusHMAN. I mean--
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EXHIBIT N 0. 125 

.5UBJECT Con.ta.ct wil:::t :,ir. Eow;:,.:rd liunt 

l. I =at: wi~ Howard. Hu::ii: oa the 2:Z:i.d o1 July 1971. At :so=e poinl 
durin3 til.e period iroc .about two weei<.s to about two d.ly:s prior to hi:1 
ir-.:tit, I recei~ a c.ul over the Wbite Hou.se line from. either Mr. Ehr
lic~. 1-'..r- Couoa, or perlup.l Mr. Dea.tL (i su:n:11.y.clUlllOt recall at 
thi• la.t• date j,ut wmch one it wa.:1) stating that Mr. Hunt would c;all 01:1 

:cie to as;c. !or soma :support a::id t.l::.i.t he waa workiag Oil a. matter !or th• 
person ~lling. 

Z. Mr. Hunt sWed t.h.t he ha.d to .ilicit illlor.nation fro:m .l.l:l i:idi
vidu.aJ;,.vhc.:te ideology hs wa.s not certai.:i oi and for that..rea..soa. would 

.. 

like total:~ to hizn under an alia.a and :rectaested th.at I provi:us soiµe 
~ocu=entatiou to b.Lck up his alia.3 identity. He :!;aid thl.:, was a oae-tune 
i:it~rview. I s;i.id that, ye,. ~e would provide a drive:r's licenss a:id what 
la callad poc!£et li~r. which would i:idicats the ideiility whici:; he whhed 
to aa•ume for thi.:1 one-ti.ma operai:ion.. 

3. Oo Z7 Augu.d I !ound that Mr • .Hunt was requesting further support 
in the .form of credit card.3 and a New York phone nu:nber whi<:h he could. 
u:,e through .m axuweri:ag service. 

4. l!:i my opinio.i thb t.a?lded to draw the Agency i:::ito tha seu:'litive 
and .forbid~en are~ o! operatio-:u ag3i:ut A.::1erica:is and I could no longe:I" 
com:;:,ly with .his r::que:,ts. ConsequenUy, at 1100 on ?7 August I cal!ad 
J.fr • .Ehrlichman and e:xpb.il:u,d why wa could not meet these requast.s. I 
iurther iadica.tad t!JAt Hu.it \vaS becoming l:!l03t dema;iding aa.d troublit
aome and. in :::ny opi.J.ion, in:ii3creet. Mr • .Ehrlic.bm.;ua i.::dica.l:ed a.saenl: 
to our ceas.uio11 oi .aupport io:r '.Mr. Hu:it. 

.R. E'. Cu3hrn:U!., Jr. 
G.?::i::::.-al~ USMC 
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ExmBiT No. 126 

10 ~-~'.l:uy 19?3 

1,£Zl.tOn.>u'iDUM FOR: Th~ I-fo:!o:.'l.bl.11 John D, .S:h:lica.~an 
A3 .. i;;;a.!lt to taa P.~ aident !or 

Do::i.e:itic .-U£ii:r:, • 
T'Md 7/~it!t Hou~-t 

SUBJ'ZCT Co::.ta.ct -wifa M:r. E. HoW3.:rd Hu.it 

. ./ 

1. I =at vr.::h .Howard Hunl: o!l ?":? July 1971. .-\!: 3oma point du:inJ 
ilia p~riod froci a.bout two weeks to about hro da.y.s prior to bb vi.sit, I 
r~caivsed a call ov,r i:'he W-nita House lina direct to =7 o.uice. a.s Deput-r 
Di:ector of Cent::.-31 bt:iilligence stati:ig that .Mr. Ew:li: would call on me 

- · to ask for some aupporl: and that ha wa,3 wor'!d::13 011 a matter for the 
person calling. I cannot r~collect at thi3la.te data who placed the cal~ 
but it was soxneoue with whom I was acquainted, as opposed to a _stranger. 

z. Mr. Hunt stated that he had ~o elicit in!onnation from a..u indi
vidual whoae ideology he w:u not certain oi and !or that reasou would lue 
to ta!.£ to him u:ndsr an alla.3 and requestad. that I provide so:cne documen• 
tation to ba.c:1c U? hia aliaa idantil:y. Ha said this was a ~i,e-tixne inter
view. 1 3aid tba.c, y~a. wa would provi.d:, a driver'-!I llcen3111 and what i.s 
called poc~el; littar -which '7.-ould ind.ical::, the identity which !i.t wished to 
aa:,ume for this one-time o,!'er3tion. 

3. Ou 27 .~guat I .found tlu! },tr. Hu:it was requesting !u.rlher sup
port in the Ionn oi credit carda a::i.d a. :New Yor~ phone nu:nb,er whi;:h he 
could u:ie th:rougli an answering sero.rice. 

4." I::i. r;:i.y O?ini.on this t~nded to i:-a.""17 l:he A5 ~cy h:to faa sen3iti•,
o..:::d foroidd~?1 ,1.rea. of o~era~ion.J ag:i.i:::.'3!: .<\maric::in.J and I could .io longer 
compl7 -om.th hl.s request:i. Gca.Jequently, at 1100 o:i 27 Aus11st I called. 
J,il:'. Ehrllcl:?mal:l and .upla.ined :Why = could noi: m,1et these requasts. I 
fa:r:l:i.ar mdicated that HWlt wa:J beca.-n.i.::lg most dem.and.i:o; and trouble
s:ime and, in =Y opi:i.ion, ine:isc:-eet. ~ ~Ir. Eh:rlicb=an i:ldic:ited asseal: 
to oar ca:s3atio11 of support for Mr. Hunt. 

R. z. Cu3hm.a..:t, :rr. 
G~neral, USMC 

:=..v.:~-:.\·i'-',\•. ~ ... ~~¥-...._ \--',, 
(· ;!-,:1 i-.!:G•-:::.:,. i:,;-r! c!.at• or t•!:~t) 
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Tclcuhone Call to General Cushman fro:n John Ehdichman - 7 Juir 1971 

1',fr. Ehrlic1u11.::rn: I want to alert you foat an old acql.!ainl:ancc, Hov,ard Hun{;, 
has bceu asked by the Preside::!:: to do some special consull:.:.r-:t vro::-k 
on security problems. He may be contaciting you -;ornetimc in the 
future for some assistance. I ·wanted you to kn~w th::!.t he was i.-;. =act 
doing so.nc things for the President. Ee is a long-ti.me acquaiaf:ance 
with the people here. He may want some help on computer ru::is and 
other things. You. should consider he has pretty much ca:.:te blanch~. 

'1 ') o£- {.a.ates) . . 
"'"··-·-··- ---···-·-··-· ... -- ... .. 

. . : ... .. ... 
·--~ -.... . .. ... . 

NOT£; After the above conversation., General Cush..--na:a..called Mr. r 1 
to alert: him. 

XHE MATERIAL DELETED FROM THIS PAGE WAS DELETED BY THi CHAIRMAN AND RANKING 
JaNORITY MEMBER AT THE REQUEST OF THE CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY BEFORE 
PRESENTATION TO THE COMMITTEE ON Tli.E JUDICIARY, 
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56. 5 CIA EMPLOYEE AFFIDAVIT, FEBRUARY 51 1974 

STATE OF VIRGINIA 

COUNTY OF FAIRFAX. 

I, (3 

. A 'F"F. I D A V I T 

) 
) 
) 

ss. DV 
· being first duly sworn, state: 

1. I was born on 8 March 1924 in Milwaukee, Wisconsin. Aftet 

serving as an Army officer in World War II and completing my college 
. . 

education. I. joined the Ce.,tral Intelligence Agency in Octobe:e 1950. 

I have held the position of Execut_ive Assistant to ~'1.e Deputy. Dir~ctor 

of Central Intelligence since November 1969. 

2. This affidavit is submitted at the request of Mr. William E. 
' 

Colby to explain the circumstances of my discovery on Februa:ry 4. 

1974 of a file of stenographers' notes among w.hich was the ~ttacht-i 

note of Mis;; summarizing a telephone conversation 

between Lt. General Robert E. Cushman. Jr. and Mr. John 

Ehrlichman on 7 July 1971. · 020224 
3. Director Colby's secretary. Miss came- to 

my office on Monday morning. February 4, 1974. She said that 

Mr. Colby would like me to go through my files once more to make 

certain that there were no misplaced transcripts of conversations 

; which had· b~en recorded in the Office of the Dzputy Director of 
..__,,,,...,,., ....... · ---·· ~ 

Central Intelligence. The recording of visitors' conversations had 

been done on a very selective basis and this practice was discontinued 

after General Cushman left CIA in Decembc1- 1971. 

THE MATERIAL DELETED FROM THIS PAGE WAS DELETED BY THE CHAIRMAN AND RANKING 
MINORITY MEMBER AT THE REQUEST OF THE CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY BEFORE 
PRESENTATION TO THE COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY. 
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I 56. 5· CIA EMPLOYEE AFFIDAVIT, FEBRUARY 5, 1974 

r.. · Dudn:; the r:1orning of February ,;, l'rt<;, I v,ent iliroug.;,.

the pape,·z in my safe in order to dctermin.~ if any rnbplaced 

transcripts cf conversa.f_ions \'ICt"e located there. At th:.: bottom of 

1:r~v !Lu·, 
the second drawer were two · folders of material that contai.led 

information used for General Walters' _orientatio.:1. briefings alter 
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he was appointed Deputy Director of Central Intelligence in March 

1972. Under these b1·iefing files I found a brown folder cor..taining: 

ten stenographic notes summarizing General Cushman's telephone 

conversations with· members of the Whi!c House staff in 1969, 1970 

and 1971. In this folder was a summary of General Cushman's 

7 July 1971 conversation with Mr. John Ehrlichman. 

. hi' • 0 9 0 22 5 . " ld ·1 d d . 5. These stenograp c no1es 1n llus J.O er 1nc u e s~.mma.r1es 

of General Cushman's conversations with Dr. Kissinger on leaks 

of intelligence reports in the press, a.-id his request for an 

analytical paper on Cambodia. There were also conversations with 

other White House o:ffi:ials on i.-itelligence leaks and on requests 

for n ·ame checks of foreigners. The conversations with Dr. Kissinger 

were on top of the. file of ten stenographic . notes and· one memo:r:1.r,dum 

written by the CIA Ge.-ieral Counsel. The note of Gener.tl Cushman's 

conversations with Mr. Ehrlichman on 7 July 1971 was included 

about two third~ of the way down · in the file. · I had looked at this . 

file . in May 1973 when Dr. Schlesinger requested employees to 

search· all files for material which might have been :related to 

Howard Hunt a.,d the Watergate affair . . At that time I noted the 

records of the conversations with Dr. Kissinger and others on matters' 

which were completely unrelated to Watergate. I did not see the · 

--si ngle p2.,:e item on General Cushman's conversation ~vith 

Mr. ·Ehdichman about Howard Hunt; and presum;ibly. ina.dvcrtently . 

fail ed to uncover it v1hen I i.vas ptlging t;1.rot1g1:' these papcr 5 . 

2 

THE MATERIAL DELETED FROM THIS PAGE WAS DELETED BY THE CHAIRMAN AND RANKING 
MINORITY MEMBER AT THE REQUEST OF THE CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY BEFORE 
PRESENTATION TO THE COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY. 
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6. The file of summary notes of Geneeal Cushman's telephone: 

co:-iversalions was maintainc:d by his secretal""/. I · usually _ did not s~, 

•I 
!i them when they were made because they wera chiefly u:.ed by · 

ii .. 
I: the secretaries to clarify questions which might be raised later. 

I/ Q.· ,'\i . · · . · . j! V In many cases, <;iencral Cushman probably did not see them c~ther. 
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II 
Ii 
ii 
n 
I' 

·1n December 1971 Miss General Cushman's secretar/. 

and I reviewed General Cushman's papers after he left CIA to . beco::u= 

Marine CommazJdant. I decided to retain · only those papers which 

related ta General Cushman's conversations with members of the. Whit. 

House staff. 020226 . 

Affiant .. 

SU~SCRIBED and SWORN to before 

me this . ill.. day~£ Februa~, 1974. 

(SEAL) 

3 

THE MATERIAL DELETED FROM THIS PArIE WAS DELETED BY THE CHAIHMAIN AND RANK
ING MINORITY MEMBER AT THE REQUEST OF THE CENTRAL INTELLirIENCE AGENCY BEFORE 
PRESENTATION TO THE COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY. 

'~·' :7 . L~, - - ·-· 
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57. Early in 1973 John Dean met with Assistant Attorney General 

Petersen. Petersen showed Dean documents delivered by the CIA to the 

Department of Justice, including copies of the photographs connecting 

Howard Hunt and Gordon Liddy with Dr. Fielding's office. On a second 

occasion prior to February 9, 1973 Dean met with Petersen and discussed 

what the Department of Justice would do if requested by the CIA to 

return materials. Petersen told him that an indication that the 

materials had been sent back to the CIA would have to be made in the 

Department's files. 

35-780 0 - 74 - 44 
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He then asked me if I did not think it would be better that Cushman 
mentioned no one since he could not remember who it was. I remember 
suspecting at the time, 'as I do today, that Ehrlichman had had my 
name inserted in the memorandum as a means of getting me to make 
sure that Cushman would have no names in the memorandum at all. 
I remember calling General Cushman and telling him that I had 
received from Ehrlichman a copy of his memorandum and that I was 
somewhat sm'prised to find my name in it because this was the first 
time I had ever spoken with him. He agreed that we had never talked 
and I said that Ehrlichman had suggested to me that, if he could not 
remember who it was, he, Cushman, probably should not mention 
anyone. 

A short time later, another memorandum on this subject of who 
had asked for Hunt to have the assistance of the CIA come forward 
from General Cushman and this time no names were mentioned at 
all. It was after this episode in getting the Cushman statement cor
rected that ·I had an occasion to discuss this with Colson. Colson told 
me that he had been present when Ehrlichman had made the call to 
Cushman. 

The other CIA material relating to Hunt's dealings with the CIA 
emanated from a series of questions that had been asked by the Water
gate prosecutors. I recall a discussion with OJA Director Helms and 
one of his deputies in Ehrlichman's office when they went over the 
type of material that they would be providing to the Department of 

.--~stic'l. · 
I subsequently had occasion, while at the Department of Justice, 

to talk with Henry Petersen about the CIA material and he showed 
me a. copy of the information the CIA had provided him, and he told 
me Mr. Gray had the same material. I remember that the document 
had attached to it a number of photographs which had come from a 
camera-again my text has gotten confused-had come from a camera, 
the camera which had been returned by Hunt to the CIA. It is a 
camera that had been borrowed by Hunt from the CIA. The pictures, 
which had been processed by the CIA. included a picture of Liddy 
standing in front of Ellsberg's ps~·chiatrist's office. 

I informed Ehrlichman about this and that is the reason that he 
subsequently requested that I seek to retrieve the documents before the 
Senate im·estiirntors got a copy of the material. 

I discussed this with Petersen, but he said that thev had received 
a letter in early ,J anuarv of this year from Senator 1\fansfie ld re,rrarclin~ 
the maintenance of all records relating to the case and that the only 
thin.«! that he could do would be to extract the document and leaYe 
a card to the effect that the document had been returned to CIA. 

L 
I reported this to Ehrlichman and he told me that he thoug:ht that 

the CIA ought to get all of the material back and that no card shollld 
·be left in the file and that national security grounds should be used to 
withhold release of the information. 

On February 9, rnn. I snoke with Director Schlesing-er of the CIA 
and asked him if it would be possible to retrieve the material that had 
been sent to the Department of ,Justice in connection with thl' Wnfor
gate investfo·ation. I told him that I had discussed this with the 
Department of Justice and they i'ndicated that they would merely leave 
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58. On February 9, 1973 Dean called CIA Director James Schlesinger. 

Dean suggested that the CIA request the Department of Justice to return 

a package of materials that had been sent to the Department of Justice 

in connection with the Watergate investigation. Deputy CIA Director 

Walters contacted Dean on February 21, 1973 and refused Dean's request. 

58.1 James Schlesinger memorandum for the record, 
February 9, 1973, SSC Exhibit No. 135, 9 SSC 
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EXHIBIT No. 135 

February 9, 11973 

~!E~IORANDUM FOR THE R~CORD 

SUBJECT: Telephone Call from John Dean 

This evening at 6:10 I received a telephone call from 
John Dean at the White House. Dean indicated that he 
wanted to discuss two topics. 

First, he averted to a package of material that had 
been sent to the Department of Justice in connection with 
the Watergate invi~tigation. He suggested that Justice 
be requested to retuTn this package to the Agency. The 
only item that wouldij'left at Justice would be a card in 
the £iles indicating that a package had been returned to 
the Agency, since the material in the pa~kage was no longer 
needed for purposes of the investigation. He indicated 
that the agency had originally provided these mate~ials 
to the Department of Justice at the request of The Attorney 
General and Mr. Howard Peterson. 

The second subject that he raised was the pendi.ng invbsti
gation by the Senate oi the ITT affair in relation tof the 
Chilean problem. He felt that this investigation could be 
rather explosive. He also indicated that there might be 
some sensitive cables at the Agency that might be requested
by the Senate investigators. I indi~ated to him that while 
I had not seen any cables, .I ha4 been briefed on the subject 
and that the role of the government appeared to be clean. 
He expressed his delight at hearing this assessment. I 
indicated that I would look into the cables further. 

In this connection he mentioned that there is a hot story 
being passed about in the press, primarily instigated by 
Seymour Hersh of the Ne,; York Times. The story suggests that 
Sturgis, who sometimes goes by the code name Federini, was 
the individual responsible'for the burglarizing of the 
Chilean Embassy in Washington. He also indicat~d that he 
expected Senator Fulbright to request the Justice Department 
to produce Sturgis for the Senate hearings. 
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I indicated·thnt I would look further into the matter • . 
He ~loscd with some jovial remarks about being the 
bearer of bad tidings, and I inquired what the good 
news might be, Further references were made to pending 
appointments at the AEC. 

Shortly thereafter I discussed these matters with Bill 
Colby, who indicated that ~turgis has not been on the 
payroll for a number of years and that whatever t_he 
allegations about the Chilean Embassy, the ·Agency has 

nno connection at all. -- We also agreed that he would 
discuss the question of the package relating to the 
Watergate investig~tion with General Walters and a 

. decision would be made with regard to the appropriate 
~tion. 

JRS 

cc:·General Walters 
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58. 2 JAMES SCH{,ESINGF:R TESTIMONY, MAY 14, 19?3, SENATE 
~~-ARME~_D SERVICES COMMITTEE 146-4? 

Indistinct document retyped by 
House Judiciary Connnittee staff 

_______ ___,,, 

Senator Nunn. Mr. Dean asked you on the 9th of February? 

Mr. Schlesinger. Yes, sir. 

Senator Nunn. Would you repeat that part, what did he 

ask you? 

Mr.Schlesinger. Mr. Dean called me on the 9th of February 

I believe it was the 9th, and he indicated that there was a 

package of material in the hands of the FBI or Department of 

Justice. I was not familiar with the package at the time of 

the call, though I became familiar with it shortly thereafter. 

It referred to the package of material referring to the 

provisioning of Mr. Hunt in July and August of 1971 which had 

been presented to the FBI or the Department of Justice in 

the summer and fall of 1972. 

I was not familiar with it at that time so I told them 

that I would become familiar with it. He asked me to have that 

package withdrawn and to place in it a card which stated that 

this material had been withdrawn at the request of the Central 

Intelligence Agency since it no longer served any useful 

purpose in the investigation. As I indicated on Friday when I 

discussed this matter, I believe, Senator, you were not here 

at the time, that this struck me at the time as a very strange 

maneuver. 

I discussed the matter with Mr. Colby and General Walters 

probably within a half hour after the time of receiving this 

call from Mr. Dean and instructed General Walters to go back 

Indistinct document retyped by 
House Judiciary Co11111ittee staff 
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58. 2 JAMES SCHLESINGER TESTIMONY, MAY 14, 19?3, SENATE 
ARMED SERVICES COMMITTEE, 146-4? 

Indistinct document retyped by 
House Judiciary Committee staff 

the next morning and tell Mr. Dean that we could not possibly 

do such a thing. As I mentioned also Friday, this would seem 

to me to be inconsistent with the letter that had been sent 

to a number of Federal agencies, including the Central 

Intelligence Agency, by Senator Mansfield instrucking _ [sic] all 

agencies to do nothing to eliminate any material that bore on 

the Watergate affair. 

Senator Nunn. Well, I was just really probing to see 

what do you suspect the motivation for that was? It seems to 

me it could have been one of two tiings [sic]. Number 1, to _iJJlpli-

cate the CIA as having gotten the evidence back, therefore, 

by . innuendo you had . something to hide, or, number 2, to get 

rid of the actual evidence itself. Which one of those or --

Mr. Schlesinger. Of course, a number of thoughts 

occurred to my mind at the time which I discussed subsequently 

with General Walters. The obvious amongst the two alternatives 

that you have presented, Senator, it is obvious I think that 

it had to be number 1 rather than number 2. Everybody at 

the FBI was familiar · with this material at that point. The 

withdrawal of that material and leaving a card in the file 

saying that the material had been withdrawn to Langley would 

quite obviously point an arrow at Langley, Virginia and this 

thought did not escape me at the time or did not escape General 

Walters. 

Senator Nunn. So this could have been a last effort to 

Indistinct document retyped by 
House Judiciary Committee staff 
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68. 3 VERNON WALTERS MEMORANDUM~ MAY ll~ 1973~ SSC EXHIBIT NO. 136, 
9 SSC 3827 

3827 

EXHIBIT No. 136 

11 May 1973 

MEMORANDUM OF CONVERSATION ON FEBRUARY Zl, 1973 

At the request of the Director, Dr. Schlesinger, I called on 
Mr. John Dean at his office at the White House at 1430. I explained 
to him that, in connection with his request tha(t the Agency ask the 
Department of Justice to return a package of inaterial that had been 
sent to them in connection with the Watergate investigation, it was 
quite impossible for us to request 'the return.,:>£ .this, as this would 
simply mean that a note would be left in the Department of Justice 
files that the material had been sent back to tJ~e Agency, and we 
had been ·asked not to destroy any material in any way related to this 
case. I again told him that there was no Agency involvement in this 
caae and that any attempt to involve the Agency in it could only be 
harmful to the United States. He seemed disappointed. I then left. 
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He then asked me if I did not think it would be better that Cushman 
mentioned no one since he could not remember who it was. I remember 
suspecting at the time, as I do today, that Ehrlichman had had my 
name inserted in the memorandum as a means of getting me to make 
sure that Cushman would have no names in the memorandum at all. 
I rememoor calling General Cushman and telling him that I had 
received from Ehrlichman a copy of his memorandum and that I was .· 
somewhat surprised to find my name in it because this was the first 
time I had erer spoken with him. He agreed that we had nei·er talked 
and I said that Ehrlichman had suggested'to me that, if he could not · 
remember who it was, he, Cushman, probably should not mention 
anyone. 

A short time later, another memorandum on this subject of who 
had asked for Hunt to have the assistance of the CIA come forward 
from General Cushman and this time no names were mentiu11ed at 
all. It was after this episode in g-etting the Cushman .statement cor
rected that I had an occasion to discuss this with Colson. Colson told 
me that he had been present when Ehrlichman had made the call to 
Cushman. . 

The other CIA material relating to Hunt's dealings with the CIA 
emanated froin a series of questions that had been asked by the "rater
gate prosecutors. I recall a discussion with CIA Director Helms and 
one of his deputies in Ehrlichman's office when they went over the 
type of material ijiat they would be providing to the Department of 
Justice. 

I subsequently had occasion, while at the Department of Justice, 
to talk with Henry Petersen about the CIA material and he showed 
me.a copy of the information the CIA had provided him, and he told 
me Mr. Gray had the same material. I rememoor that the document 
had attached to it a number of photographs which had come from a 
camera-again my text has gotten confused-had come from a camera~ 
the camera which had been returned by Hunt to the CIA. It is a 
camera that had been borrowed by Hunt from the CIA. The pictures, , 
which had been processed by the CIA. included a picture of Liddy . 
standing in front of Ellsberg's psychiatrist's office. . . 
· I informed Ehrlichman a<bont this and that is the reason that he 
subsequently requested that I seek to retrieve the documents oofqre the 
Senate investigators g-ot a copy of the material. 

I discussed this with Petersen, but he said that thev had received 
a letter in enrlv ,Tanuarv of this vear from Senator Mansfield rerrarding 
the maintenance of all records · relating to the case and that the ont,y 
thin .er that he could do would he to extract the document and leave 
a card to the effect that the document had been returned to CIA. 

I reported this to Ehrlichman and he told me that he thou _ght that 
the CIA. ought to get all of the material back and that no card should 
be left in the file and that national security grounds should be nsed to · 

ithhold release of the information. · · · 
On February 9, rnn. T snoke with Director Schlesinger of the CL\ 

nd asked hini if it would he possible to retrie,·e the mriterial that had 
been sent to the Department of .Tnstice in connef'tion with tlw Water.: 
gate inrnstigation. I told him that I had discussed this "~ith the 
Donnrinrnnt . of ,Tustice..ancl they i119:icated that they would merely lean' 
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a card in their files indicating that the material had been returned 
to the CIA. 

I subsequently had a visit from General Walters in late February 
at which time he told me that the CIA was opposed to retrieving the 
material and leaving a card indicating ,hat they had so retrieved it 
because they also ha.d been requested by the Senate not to destroy any 
material relating to the case. I told Walters that I did not suggest that · 

Lthe materi!ll 1b~ d~gtroy_ed; ra~her I thought t~at nati~n. al s~urity 
grounds might Justify w1thholdmg release of the mformatlon to ::Senate 
investigators. He said it simply could not be done and I dropped the 
matter. . . · 

As I will explain later in a meeting with Mr. Krogh, the fact that 
this material was in the possession of the Department of Justice meant 
to me that it was inedtable that the burglary of Ellsberg's psychia
trist's office would be discovered. I felt that any investigator worth his 
salt would certainly be able to look at the pictures in the files at the 
Department of Justice and immediately determine the location and 
from there discover the fact that there had been a burglary of the 
office that was in the picture. · · 

I would now like to turn to the White House plans for dealing with 
this committee. · 

WHITE HOUSE PLAN FOR PF .lH'ETUATINO THE COVERUP THROUGHOUT 
THE SENATE WATERGATE lN\'"ESTIGATION 

Even before the Watergate criminal trial in January of this year, 
there had been press reports and rumors that the Senate planned 
independent hearings on the Watergate and related matters. The White 
House Congressional Relations Staff reported that the subject of Wa
tergate hearings was being discussed in the Senate Democratic Policy 
Committee, 1but thev did n<rt know the substance of those discussions. 

, I was aware of the interest of Ehrlichman and J!Ialdeinan in the pros
pects of such hearings because they had discussed it with nie, and 
Bill Timmons told me thev had discussed it with him. 

On December 13, 1972, Timmons informed me that Senator Jackson 
was coming to the White House for a meeting with the President. 
Timmons said that Senator Jackson was a member of the Senate 
Democratic Policy Committee and ·had an excellent rapport with the 
President. Timmons asked me what I thought about ha°\-ing the Presi
dent •inquire of Senator Jackson regardinS? the potential of a Senate 
inquiry into the Water~te. I responded tnat I thou~ht ,it was a good 
idea, but would have to check. Timmons said the meeting with Senator 
Jackson was going to be without staff present, and asked me to draft 
a memorandum to the President raising the issue. I told him I would 
check ·with Haldeman. · · 

I prepared a memorandum for the President and went to ·Halde
man's office, but he was not there. He was in the President's office with 
l\frs. Ann Armstrong. who was discussing with the President joinin~ 
the White House staff. A meeting had been scheduled in Mr. Halde
man's office at which Ehrlichman. Moore, Ziegler , and I were to attend. 
·when Ehrlichman came to Haldemim's office for the meeting I raised 
the matter of the President's asking Senator .Jackson about the hear
ings because I did not ha,·e authority to send memorandums directly 
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